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Attachment D

Energy Efficiency & Conservation Strategy for Units of Local
Governments & Indian Tribes

As detailed in Part 1 of this announcement, all applicants must submit an Energy
Efficiency and Conservation Strategy (EECS). Units of local government and Indian
tribes have the option of submitting the EECS no later than 120 days after the
effective date of the award or at the time of application. Units of local government
and Indian tribes who chose to submit the EECS at the time of application shall use
the format contained in Attachment D. This form should be saved in a file named
“UlC-Strategy.pdf” and click on “Add Optional Other Attachment” to attach.

Grantee: City of Seattle Date: 06/15/2009 (mm/dd/yyyy)
DUNS #: 9483561 Program Contact Email: calvin.chow@seattle.gov

1. Describe your government’s proposed Energy Efficiency and Conservation Strategy. Provide a concise
summary of your measureable goals and objectives, which should be aligned with the defined purposes
and eligible activities of the EECBG Program. These goals and objectives should be comprehensive and
maximize benefits community-wide. Provide a schedule or timetable for major milestones. If your
government has an existing energy, climate, or other related strategy please describe how these
strategies relate to each other.

As a city of 600,000 residents, and the municipal-owner of a net zero-emission electric utility, the City of Seattle is a leader in
reducing greenhouse-gas emissions and has a long standing commitment to energy efficiency and conservation. The City’'s
proposed Energy Efficiency and Conservation Strategy is articulated in several policy and strategy documents.

In 2005, Mayor Nickels initiated the US Mayors' Climate Protection Agreement, committing the City of Seattle to meeting the
greenhouse gas reduction targets of the Kyoto Protocol and encouraging over 900 cities to do the same. The City maintains an
inventory of our corporate and community-wide greenhouse-gas emissions, and established a Climate Action Plan to meet the
Kyoto reduction target of 7% (below 1990 levels) by 2012. The Climate Action Plan focuses on reducing our dependence on
cars and increasing fuel efficiency (efficient transportation), improving energy efficiency in our homes and businesses (energy
conservation), and fostering community and business leadership on climate issues. Under the Climate Initiative, the Green
Building Task Force was established, with an aggressive goal of reducing community-wide energy use in buildings by 20%.
Many of the City’s proposed EECBG activities will implement the task force’s recommendations. Longer-term greenhouse gas
reduction goals are also included in the City’'s Comprehensive Plan, Toward a Sustainable Seattle, which establishes reduction
goals of 30% (from 1990 levels) by 2024 and 80% by 2050.

Seattle City Light (SCL), Seattle’s municipally-owned electric utility, also has a 30-year history of investment in conservation
and is committed to net zero greenhouse-gas emissions as a hydro-electric power producer. SCL’s Integrated Resource Plan
relies on increasing conservation and renewable energy to meet anticipated load growth, and SCL’s 5-Year Conservation Action
Plan establishes conservation goals and programs for our residential, commercial, and industrial customers. The City's
proposed EECBG activities will supplement and complement SCL's conservation program offerings.

For Seattle’s allocation of Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant funds, the City proposes several activities (described
in Question 2) focussing on energy efficiency and creating job opportunities in the green economy. These activities align with 6
of the of EECBG project activity categories: #3 — Residential and Commercial Buildings and Audits; #4 - Financial Incentives;
#5 - Energy Efficiency Retrofits; #6 - Buildings and Facilities; #7 — Transportation; and #12 - Lighting.

Referenced Energy Efficiency and Conservation Strategy Documents

Climate Action Plan & Greenhouse-Gas Inventory: www.seattle.gov/climate/

Green Building Task Force: www.seattle.gov/environment/GBtaskforce.htm

Seattle's Comprehensive Plan: www.seattle.gov/dpd/Planning/Seattle_s_Comprehensive_Plan/Overview/
SCL Integrated Resource Plan: www.seattle.gov/light/News/Issues/IRP/

SCL 5-Year Conservation Action Plan: www.seattle.gov/light/conserve/





2. Describe your government’s proposed implementation plan for the use of EECBG Program funds to
assist you in achieving the goals and objectives outlined in the strategy describe in question #1. Your
description should include a summary of the activities submitted on your activity worksheets, and how
each activity supports one or more of your strategy’s goals/objectives.

The City of Seattle proposes to use EECBG funds on programs that conserve electricity and natural gas. Improving energy
efficiency is a key strategy of our Climate Action Plan to reduce our greenhouse gas emissions. While our region enjoys access
to clean, affordable hydropower; this resource is limited and faces increased growth in demand. Conservation allows us to
preserve more of our renewable energy to meet population growth and accommodate new loads (such as transportation
electrification) that displace other greenhouse gas emissions. Seattle proposes to use our $6.1M allocation of EECBG funds to
implement new conservation programs and policy initiatives, supplement existing conservation programs, and create new jobs.

The majority of our EECBG funding will be used for project activities that reduce building energy use community-wide. Many of
these programs were proposed by the City's Green Building Task Force. These programs create local jobs and provide savings
on utility bills for our residents and businesses. Proposed community-wide activities include:

1) Direct Installation Program Management. The City will establish a community-based pilot program to directly install
energy-saving compact fluorescent lightbulbs, low-flow showerheads, and faucet aerators in 20,000 homes. The program
creates green jobs and will specifically target populations which have been historically hard to reach and might be economically
or socially disadvantaged.

2) Residential Energy Performance Score. To support a new single-family residential energy audit pilot program funded by our
local utilities (Puget Sound Energy and Seattle City Light), this project will develop a standardized Energy Performance Score
(EPS) that evaluates single-family home energy performance and identifies cost-effective efficiency improvements. The EPS tool
will be used by the audit pilot program and will become a regional standard for residential energy evaluation.

3) Residential Energy Efficiency Loan Program. This program will use 20% of our EECBG allocation to seed a revolving loan
program for residential energy efficiency upgrades. Loans will be made to homeowners to invest in lighting, furnace, water
heater, windows, and other efficiency improvements. This program will seek to leverage EECBG funds with other sources of
capital and provide a financing mechanism for the improvements identified by our residential energy audit pilot program.

4) Energy Performance Disclosure. As an energy efficiency policy, Seattle will require benchmarking and reporting of energy
performance for commercial and large multifamily buildings. This requirement will provide more information to the real estate
market and highlight the economic incentives for making efficiency investments. EECBG funds will support program start-up
costs to establish an internal tracking database and technical assistance to building owners and managers.

5) Veterans Commercial Lighting Upgrade Program. Through Seattle City Light's conservation program, EECBG funds will be
used to hire and train returning war veterans to identify inefficient lighting fixtures in small to medium-sized commercial
businesses and replace them with new efficient fixtures. This project will create green jobs and skilled-trade opportunities for
veterans.

6) HomeWise Weatherization Program. EECBG funds will supplement other low-income weatherization funds to allow for deeper
energy-efficiency retrofits. EECBG funds would be used to target low-income multifamily projects where there are significant
financial barriers to owners' investment in energy efficiency.

In addition, some EECBG funding will be used to reduce energy use in City of Seattle facilities and municipal operations. These
programs will stimulate the economy, provide long-term budget savings, and demonstrate City leadership.

7) Municipal Energy Efficiency Program. EECBG funds will be used to assess and identify energy efficiency improvements in
municipal buildings, and develop a portfolio of the best project opportunities to be funded by City bonds. EECBG funds would
leverage the City's existing resource conservation programs and Seattle City Light's conservation program.

8) Residential LED Streetlights. EECBG funds will be used to begin using LED technology in the City's residential streetlight
system. LED streetlights will provide an estimated 40% energy savings over existing high-pressure sodium streetlights and
reduce maintenance costs.

9) Electric Trolley-bus System Improvements. In partnership with King County (which operates public transit service in Seattle),
EECBG funds will be used to make system improvements to the Seattle trolley-bus network. The improvements will allow
greater use of electric trolley-buses on some Seattle routes instead of diesel buses, lowering diesel fuel use, and reducing
greenhouse-gas and diesel-particulate emissions.

Lastly, the City of Seattle proposes using a portion of the EECBG funds to administer, monitor, oversee the EECBG activities.
10) EECBG Administration





3. Describe how your government is taking into account the proposed implementation plans and activities
for use of funds by adjacent units of local government that are grant recipients under the Program
(response not mandatory for Indian Tribes).

A total of $32M in EECBG funding is anticipated by 18 Puget Sound jurisdictions. Several regional policy groups have taken
the initiative to bring these jurisdictions together, including the Puget Sound Regional Council (our designated Metropolitan
Planning Organization) and New Energy Solutions (a regional collaboration focusing on energy strategy). These groups
provide forums to explore collaborations and share EECBG project ideas, experiences, and best practices. While jurisdictions
are generally proposing their own EECBG strategies and program activities, these forums have identified some common
regional themes and connections to other federal stimulus programs (such as Smart Grid, electric vehicle charging
infrastructure, and workforce development). The City of Seattle will continue to support these regional efforts and share our
experiences and knowledge with the region.

In addition, the City of Seattle and King County (which operates public transit service in Seattle) work together on regional
transportation issues and have identified electric trolley-bus system improvements that allow for greater use of electric
trolley-buses on some Seattle routes. These improvements will lower diesel fuel use and reduce greenhouse-gas and
diesel-particulate emissions. The City and County are proposing to jointly fund these improvements with EECBG funding.

Seattle City Light is also an electric service provider in some adjacent jurisdictions, and will coordinate its conservation
program offerings with those jurisdictions' EECBG priorities.

4. Describe how your government will coordinate and share information with the state in which you are
located regarding activities carried out with grant funds to maximize energy efficiency and conservation
benefits (response not mandatory for Indian Tribes).

In early 2007, Governor Gregoire established climate protection goals for Washington State and created a Climate Advisory
Team (CAT) to recommend policies and implementation strategies for meeting the State's emission goals. The City of Seattle
was an active member of the CAT and the CAT's supporting working groups that developed recommendations in 2007 and
2008. The CAT's recommendations on building energy efficiency were adopted as part of the “Efficiency First!” legislation
passed this year. Seattle worked closely with bill sponsors and proponents to coordinate this legislation with the
recommendations of the City's Green Building Task Force, and this legislation supports our proposed EECBG activities.

Seattle is also engaged in direct conversations with our State Energy Office in the Washington State Department of
Community, Trade and Economic Development (CTED) on recovery funding directed to the State Energy Program. CTED is
pursuing several activities that complement Seattle's proposed EECBG activities.

1) The State's Community-Wide Urban Residential and Commercial Energy Efficiency Program will use $14.5M for the
development and deployment of at least three large neighborhood based building energy efficiency projects. Seattle hopes to
be chosen as one of the project sites and will coordinate our residential and commercial program offerings to ensure
collaboration with the State's project and share knowledge and experiences.

2) The State's Energy Efficiency and Renewable Energy Loans and Grants Program will dedicate $38.5M towards
commercializing renewable energy and energy-efficiency technologies. This program fills a niche that local jurisdictions
cannot address at scale with available local EECBG funds, and promotes the State's economic development.

3) The State's Energy Efficiency Credit Enhancement Program will direct $5M toward credit enhancement mechanisms such as
loan loss reserves and loan guarantees by financial institutions. Seattle will look to leverage our Residential Energy Efficiency
Loan Program with this State program to attract additional capital for financing efficiency improvements.

In addition, CTED will be requesting that direct recipients of Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant funds provide:
- A copy of their Energy Efficiency and Conservation Strategy, once it has been approved by U.S. Department of Energy;

- A copy of their quarterly reports to DOE; and

- Any success stories as a result of investments of EECBG funds the jurisdiction would like to share.

CTED will make this information available to the cities (less than 35,000 population) and counties (less than 200,000
population) that receive EECBG funding through the State.





5. Describe how this plan has been designed to ensure that it sustains benefits beyond the EECBG funding
period.

Seattle's proposed EECBG activities will provide sustained benefits over time in a variety of ways.

¢ Policy Drivers: The Residential Energy Performance Score and Energy Performance Disclosure activities will create the tools
and systems to provide energy-efficiency information to customers (including owners and tenants in the real estate market).
This information is intended to demonstrate the economic incentive for retrofits and catalyze private investments in
energy-efficiency over time.

e Revolving Loan Program: The Residential Energy Efficiency Loan Program is intended to be sustainable, utilizing loan
repayments for future investments. While current funding levels do not allow us to offer this program to every Seattle resident,
we will pursue additional state and federal funding and attract private investment to grow this fund. In addition, we are working
closely with state legislators and environmental advocates to establish a mechanism to allow for replenishment of the fund as it
is drawn down through local government bonding authority.

¢ Conservation Pilot Programs: The Residential Direct Installation Program and Veteran's Commercial Lighting Retrofit Program
are pilots intended to establish the efficacy of these programs for Seattle City Light's conservation program. Successful projects
would be brought up to scale by reallocating existing resources after the EECBG funding period.

e Efficiency Projects: The HomeWise Weatherization Program and Municipal Energy Efficiency Program directly promote energy
efficiency investments and create green jobs. These retrofit projects will help stimulate the economy and build the labor pool for
increased energy efficiency spending as the economy recovers. Residential LED Streetlights and Electric Trolley-Bus
improvements provide on-going energy and fuel savings once in place.

6. The President has made it clear that every taxpayer dollar spent on our economic recovery must be
subject to unprecedented levels of transparency and accountability. Describe the auditing or monitoring
procedures currently in place or that will be in place (by what date), to ensure funds are used for
authorized purposes and every step is taken to prevent instances of fraud, waste, error, and abuse.

The City of Seattle will have several auditing and monitoring processes in place to manage and account for the EECBG funds.

¢ Budget Legislation and Accounting: The City will adopt specific budget appropriation legislation authorizing EECBG spending
by the appropriate City departments once the EECBG award is made. Specific accounting codes have been set up in the City's
centralized accounting system (Summit) to track federal stimulus funding separately from other fund sources.

¢ Recovery.Seattle.Gov: The City of Seattle has established a website to monitor and report on ARRA federal recovery funds.
We will post all ARRA-related applications and funding awards on this website.

e Program Metrics and Reporting: All program activities incorporate specific metrics for energy efficiency, job creation and
program efficacy, as required by the EECBG application and progress report requirements.

o Seattle City Light Monitoring & Verification (M&V) Program: As part of Seattle City Light's Conservation Program, Seattle City
Light will implement a renewed M&V function by October 1, 2009. The M&V Program will use standardized national and
international M&V protocols to quantify savings from completed SCL conservation projects, including programs funded through
the EECBG.





		Grantee: City of Seattle

		Date: 06/15/2009

		DUNS: 009483561

		Program Contact Email: calvin.chow@seattle.gov

		Q1: As a city of 600,000 residents, and the municipal-owner of a net zero-emission electric utility, the City of Seattle is a leader in reducing greenhouse-gas emissions and has a long standing commitment to energy efficiency and conservation.  The City’s proposed Energy Efficiency and Conservation Strategy is articulated in several policy and strategy documents.

In 2005, Mayor Nickels initiated the US Mayors' Climate Protection Agreement, committing the City of Seattle to meeting the greenhouse gas reduction targets of the Kyoto Protocol and encouraging over 900 cities to do the same.  The City maintains an inventory of our corporate and community-wide greenhouse-gas emissions, and established a Climate Action Plan to meet the Kyoto reduction target of 7% (below 1990 levels) by 2012.  The Climate Action Plan focuses on reducing our dependence on cars and increasing fuel efficiency (efficient transportation), improving energy efficiency in our homes and businesses (energy conservation), and fostering community and business leadership on climate issues.  Under the Climate Initiative, the Green Building Task Force was established, with an aggressive goal of reducing community-wide energy use in buildings by 20%.  Many of the City’s proposed EECBG activities will implement the task force’s recommendations.  Longer-term greenhouse gas reduction goals are also included in the City’s Comprehensive Plan, Toward a Sustainable Seattle, which establishes reduction goals of 30% (from 1990 levels) by 2024 and 80% by 2050.

Seattle City Light (SCL), Seattle’s municipally-owned electric utility, also has a 30-year history of investment in conservation and is committed to net zero greenhouse-gas emissions as a hydro-electric power producer.  SCL’s Integrated Resource Plan relies on increasing conservation and renewable energy to meet anticipated load growth, and SCL’s 5-Year Conservation Action Plan establishes conservation goals and programs for our residential, commercial, and industrial customers.  The City's proposed EECBG activities will supplement and complement SCL's conservation program offerings.

For Seattle’s allocation of Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant funds, the City proposes several activities (described in Question 2) focussing on energy efficiency and creating job opportunities in the green economy.  These activities align with 6 of the of EECBG project activity categories: #3 – Residential and Commercial Buildings and Audits; #4 – Financial Incentives; #5 – Energy Efficiency Retrofits; #6 – Buildings and Facilities; #7 – Transportation; and #12 – Lighting.

Referenced Energy Efficiency and Conservation Strategy Documents
Climate Action Plan & Greenhouse-Gas Inventory:  www.seattle.gov/climate/
Green Building Task Force:  www.seattle.gov/environment/GBtaskforce.htm 
Seattle's Comprehensive Plan:  www.seattle.gov/dpd/Planning/Seattle_s_Comprehensive_Plan/Overview/
SCL Integrated Resource Plan:  www.seattle.gov/light/News/Issues/IRP/
SCL 5-Year Conservation Action Plan:  www.seattle.gov/light/conserve/

		Q2: The City of Seattle proposes to use EECBG funds on programs that conserve electricity and natural gas.  Improving energy efficiency is a key strategy of our Climate Action Plan to reduce our greenhouse gas emissions.  While our region enjoys access to clean, affordable hydropower; this resource is limited and faces increased growth in demand.  Conservation allows us to preserve more of our renewable energy to meet population growth and accommodate new loads (such as transportation electrification) that displace other greenhouse gas emissions.  Seattle proposes to use our $6.1M allocation of EECBG funds to implement new conservation programs and policy initiatives, supplement existing conservation programs, and create new jobs.

The majority of our EECBG funding will be used for project activities that reduce building energy use community-wide.  Many of these programs were proposed by the City's Green Building Task Force.  These programs create local jobs and provide savings on utility bills for our residents and businesses.  Proposed community-wide activities include:

1) Direct Installation Program Management.  The City will establish a community-based pilot program to directly install energy-saving compact fluorescent lightbulbs, low-flow showerheads, and faucet aerators in 20,000 homes.  The program creates green jobs and will specifically target populations which have been historically hard to reach and might be economically or socially disadvantaged.

2) Residential Energy Performance Score.  To support a new single-family residential energy audit pilot program funded by our local utilities (Puget Sound Energy and Seattle City Light), this project will develop a standardized Energy Performance Score (EPS) that evaluates single-family home energy performance and identifies cost-effective efficiency improvements.  The EPS tool will be used by the audit pilot program and will become a regional standard for residential energy evaluation.

3) Residential Energy Efficiency Loan Program.  This program will use 20% of our EECBG allocation to seed a revolving loan program for residential energy efficiency upgrades.  Loans will be made to homeowners to invest in lighting, furnace, water heater, windows, and other efficiency improvements.  This program will seek to leverage EECBG funds with other sources of capital and provide a financing mechanism for the improvements identified by our residential energy audit pilot program.

4) Energy Performance Disclosure.   As an energy efficiency policy, Seattle will require benchmarking and reporting of energy performance for commercial and large multifamily buildings.  This requirement will provide more information to the real estate market and highlight the economic incentives for making efficiency investments.  EECBG funds will support program start-up costs to establish an internal tracking database and technical assistance to building owners and managers. 

5) Veterans Commercial Lighting Upgrade Program.  Through Seattle City Light's conservation program, EECBG funds will be used to hire and train returning war veterans to identify inefficient lighting fixtures in small to medium-sized commercial businesses and replace them with new efficient fixtures.  This project will create green jobs and skilled-trade opportunities for  veterans.
  
6) HomeWise Weatherization Program.  EECBG funds will supplement other low-income weatherization funds to allow for deeper energy-efficiency retrofits.  EECBG funds would be used to target low-income multifamily projects where there are significant financial barriers to owners' investment in energy efficiency.

In addition, some EECBG funding will be used to reduce energy use in City of Seattle facilities and municipal operations.  These programs will stimulate the economy, provide long-term budget savings, and demonstrate City leadership.

7) Municipal Energy Efficiency Program.  EECBG funds will be used to assess and identify energy efficiency improvements in municipal buildings, and develop a portfolio of the best project opportunities to be funded by City bonds.  EECBG funds would leverage the City's existing resource conservation programs and Seattle City Light's conservation program.

8) Residential LED Streetlights.  EECBG funds will be used to begin using LED technology in the City's residential streetlight system.  LED streetlights will provide an estimated 40% energy savings over existing high-pressure sodium streetlights and reduce maintenance costs.

9) Electric Trolley-bus System Improvements.  In partnership with King County (which operates public transit service in Seattle), EECBG funds will be used to make system improvements to the Seattle trolley-bus network.  The improvements will allow greater use of electric trolley-buses on some Seattle routes instead of diesel buses, lowering diesel fuel use, and reducing greenhouse-gas and diesel-particulate emissions.

Lastly, the City of Seattle proposes using a portion of the EECBG funds to administer, monitor, oversee the EECBG activities.
10) EECBG Administration

		Q3: A total of $32M in EECBG funding is anticipated by 18 Puget Sound jurisdictions.  Several regional policy groups have taken the initiative to bring these jurisdictions together, including the Puget Sound Regional Council (our designated Metropolitan Planning Organization) and New Energy Solutions (a regional collaboration focusing on energy strategy).  These groups provide forums to explore collaborations and share EECBG project ideas, experiences, and best practices.  While jurisdictions are generally proposing their own EECBG strategies and program activities, these forums have identified some common regional themes and connections to other federal stimulus programs (such as Smart Grid, electric vehicle charging infrastructure, and workforce development).  The City of Seattle will continue to support these regional efforts and share our experiences and knowledge with the region.

In addition, the City of Seattle and King County (which operates public transit service in Seattle) work together on regional transportation issues and have identified electric trolley-bus system improvements that allow for greater use of electric trolley-buses on some Seattle routes.  These improvements will lower diesel fuel use and reduce greenhouse-gas and diesel-particulate emissions.  The City and County are proposing to jointly fund these improvements with EECBG funding.

Seattle City Light is also an electric service provider in some adjacent jurisdictions, and will coordinate its conservation program offerings with those jurisdictions' EECBG priorities.

		Q4: In early 2007, Governor Gregoire established climate protection goals for Washington State and created a Climate Advisory Team (CAT) to recommend policies and implementation strategies for meeting the State's emission goals.  The City of Seattle was an active member of the CAT and the CAT's supporting working groups that developed recommendations in 2007 and 2008.  The CAT's recommendations on building energy efficiency were adopted as part of the “Efficiency First!” legislation passed this year.  Seattle worked closely with bill sponsors and proponents to coordinate this legislation with the recommendations of the City's Green Building Task Force, and this legislation supports our proposed EECBG activities.

Seattle is also engaged in direct conversations with our State Energy Office in the Washington State Department of Community, Trade and Economic Development (CTED) on recovery funding directed to the State Energy Program.  CTED is pursuing several activities that complement Seattle's proposed EECBG activities.

1) The State's Community-Wide Urban Residential and Commercial Energy Efficiency Program will use $14.5M for the development and deployment of at least three large neighborhood based building energy efficiency projects.  Seattle hopes to be chosen as one of the project sites and will coordinate our residential and commercial program offerings to ensure collaboration with the State's project and share knowledge and experiences.

2) The State's Energy Efficiency and Renewable Energy Loans and Grants Program will dedicate $38.5M towards commercializing renewable energy and energy-efficiency technologies.  This program fills a niche that local jurisdictions cannot address at scale with available local EECBG funds, and promotes the State's economic development.

3) The State's Energy Efficiency Credit Enhancement Program will direct $5M toward credit enhancement mechanisms such as loan loss reserves and loan guarantees by financial institutions.  Seattle will look to leverage our Residential Energy Efficiency Loan Program with this State program to attract additional capital for financing efficiency improvements.

In addition, CTED will be requesting that direct recipients of Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant funds provide:
- A copy of their Energy Efficiency and Conservation Strategy, once it has been approved by U.S. Department of Energy; 
- A copy of their quarterly reports to DOE; and 
- Any success stories as a result of investments of EECBG funds the jurisdiction would like to share. 

CTED will make this information available to the cities (less than 35,000 population) and counties (less than 200,000 population) that receive EECBG funding through the State.

		Q5: Seattle's proposed EECBG activities will provide sustained benefits over time in a variety of ways.

• Policy Drivers:  The Residential Energy Performance Score and Energy Performance Disclosure activities will create the tools and systems to provide energy-efficiency information to customers (including owners and tenants in the real estate market).  This information is intended to demonstrate the economic incentive for retrofits and catalyze private investments in energy-efficiency over time.

• Revolving Loan Program:  The Residential Energy Efficiency Loan Program is intended to be sustainable, utilizing loan repayments for future investments.  While current funding levels do not allow us to offer this program to every Seattle resident, we will pursue additional state and federal funding and attract private investment to grow this fund.  In addition, we are working closely with state legislators and environmental advocates to establish a mechanism to allow for replenishment of the fund as it is drawn down through local government bonding authority.

• Conservation Pilot Programs:  The Residential Direct Installation Program and Veteran's Commercial Lighting Retrofit Program are pilots intended to establish the efficacy of these programs for Seattle City Light's conservation program.  Successful projects would be brought up to scale by reallocating existing resources after the EECBG funding period.

• Efficiency Projects:  The HomeWise Weatherization Program and Municipal Energy Efficiency Program directly promote energy efficiency investments and create green jobs.  These retrofit projects will help stimulate the economy and build the labor pool for increased energy efficiency spending as the economy recovers.  Residential LED Streetlights and Electric Trolley-Bus improvements provide on-going energy and fuel savings once in place.

		Q6: The City of Seattle will have several auditing and monitoring processes in place to manage and account for the EECBG funds.

• Budget Legislation and Accounting:  The City will adopt specific budget appropriation legislation authorizing EECBG spending by the appropriate City departments once the EECBG award is made.  Specific accounting codes have been set up in the City's centralized accounting system (Summit) to track federal stimulus funding separately from other fund sources.

• Recovery.Seattle.Gov:  The City of Seattle has established a website to monitor and report on ARRA federal recovery funds.  We will post all ARRA-related applications and funding awards on this website.

• Program Metrics and Reporting:  All program activities incorporate specific metrics for energy efficiency, job creation and program efficacy, as required by the EECBG application and progress report requirements.

• Seattle City Light Monitoring & Verification (M&V) Program:  As part of Seattle City Light's Conservation Program, Seattle City Light will implement a renewed M&V function by October 1, 2009.  The M&V Program will use standardized national and international M&V protocols to quantify savings from completed SCL conservation projects, including programs funded through the EECBG.






City of Seattle
Department of Finance

Dwight Dively, Director
Gregory J. Nickels, Mayor

June 15, 2009

U.S. Department of Energy

National Energy Technology Laboratory
3610 Collins Ferry Road

Morgantown, WV 26505

Re:  Budget Justification File and Davis-Bacon Assurance

To DOE Grant Administrator:

As part of our application for the Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant program, the
City of Seattle has attached our Budget Justification File to provide more information on our
proposed EECBG Activities and explain our estimated costs as reported on the SF-424A form.
The City of Seattle will comply with subchapter IV of Chapter 31 of title 40, United States Code
(Davis-Bacon Act) and follow all DOE guideance on prevailing wages with EECBG/ ARRA
funds.

The proposed new jobs estimated on the EECBG Activity Sheets were generated from this
budget information and are represented in terms of full-time employment for 1 year (FTE).
Direct personnel hires were shown as FTEs per the proposed staffing plan, contract work was
estimated at $92,000 per FTE created, and construction work was estimated at 5.2 FTEs per
$1,000,000 spent. With the leveraged funds identified in our EECBG Activity Sheets, this
spending is estimated to create 76 FTE.

If you have any questions regarding this submission, please contact me at 206-684-4652 or at
calvin.chow@seattle.gov. :

Sincerely,
7 *

Calvin Chow
Strategic Advisor

600 Fourth Ave., 6™ Floor, P.O. Box 94747, Seattle, Washington 98124-4747
Tel: (206) 233-0031 TDD: (206) 615-0476 Fax: (206) 233-0022
http://www.cityofseattle.net





WA-CITY-SEATTLE-Budget.PDF
Budget Justification File - EECBG Application
June 15, 2009

Project #1
Direct Install Program Management
$500,000 EECBG Funding

Seattle City Light (SCL) is proposing a pilot program to directly install CFLs, low-flow showerheads, and
aerators in residences. SCL will contract out Program Management of this program through an RFP
process. The contracted Program Manager will develop the program, solicit non-profit and volunteer
organizations to provide the direct installation, and manage delivery of direct install services through
these organizations.

The EECBG funds will be used for SCL staffing to provide contract oversight, training, coordination with
conservation activities, program evaluation, and reporting. EECBG funds will also be used to pay the
contracted Program Manager.

This program will leverage $1,000,000 in the SCL conservation budget to fund implementation contracts
with partners selected by the Program Management vendor. These SCL conservation funds will pay for
actual direct installation services and will cover the costs of labor, overhead, materials, transportation,
and subcontractor profit (if any) for the field work. Implementation contracts will be competitively bid.

The Object Class Category breakdown is as follows: 2009 2010 2011

Personnel: 1.0 FTE Contract Oversight (4 months in $31,000 $94,000
2009, 12 months in 2010) — Temporary staff

Fringe: Temporary staff receive premium pay in-lieu o o
of fringe benefits

Contractual: Contract for Program Management $125,000 $250,000
(program design, outreach/marketing, training,
program delivery)

Totals: $156,000 $344,000

This program will be run by SCL’s Resource Conservation Division. For information on SCL indirect rates,
please contact, Kirsty Grainger, SCL Financial Planning, at 206-684-3713.





WA-CITY-SEATTLE-Budget.PDF
Budget Justification File - EECBG Application
June 15, 2009

Project #2
Residential Energy Performance Score
$400,000 EECBG Funding

This EECBG Activity develops an Energy Performance Score (EPS) to evaluate the energy performance of
single-family and small-multi family dwellings. The City will conduct an RFP process to contract
development of the EPS tool, provide training on use of the tool, and maintain a rating database and
web portal for EPS implementation.

The Object Class Category breakdown is as follows: 2009 2010 2011

Contractual: Contract to develop Energy Performance $400,000
Score (EPS) tool, database/web portal, and training

Totals: $400,000

The RFP process and management of this Contract will be run out of the Office of Sustainability and
Environment. For information on OSE’s indirect rates, please contact Jeanie Boawn, OSE Finance
Manager, at 206-615-0817.
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Project #3
Residential Loan Program
$1,500,000 EECBG Funding

The City will conduct an RFP process to select a Community Development Financial Institution (CDFI) to
manage this revolving loan program. The City proposes to use $1,200,000 of EECBG funds to capitalize
the loan pool and $300,000 to deliver the loans via the CDFI. The City anticipates that the CDFI will be
able to raise additional private capital to match the EECBG funding, and is exploring State legislation to
allow municipal take-out financing to recapitalize the loan fund after initial loans are made.

The Object Class Category breakdown is as follows: 2009 2010 2011

Contractual: Loan Management to be contracted to $300,000
a Community Development Financial Institution

Other: Capital for Revolving Loan $1,200,000

Totals: $1,500,000

The RFP process and management of the CDFI will be run out of the Office of Sustainability and
Environment. For information on OSE’s indirect rates, please contact Jeanie Boawn, OSE Finance
Manager, at 206-615-0817.
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Project #4
Energy Performance Disclosure
$450,000 EECBG Funding

The City of Seattle is drafting legislation to require commercial and large multi-family buildings to
measure and report their energy performance using EPA's Energy Star Portfolio Manager. EECBG
funding will be used for staffing the initial 2 years of implementation and for contract marketing and
outreach to affected property owners. Project staff will develop a compliance database (to document
reporting and utility data), perform enforcement activities to ensure compliance, and provide technical
assistance and overall project management.

The Object Class Category breakdown is as follows: 2009 2010 2011
Personnel: Data Acquisition and Database Development $70,800 $47,200
(0.75 FTE in 2009, 0.5 FTE in 2010)
Personnel: Enforcement and Compliance (0.5 FTE in 2009, $47,200 $95,000
1.0 FTE in 2010)
Personnel: Technical Assistance and Project Management $11,800 $35,400
(0.125 FTE in 2009, 0.375 FTE in 2010)
Fringe: @ 27% loading $35,200 $47,400
Contractual: Marketing, outreach, and technical $30,000 $30,000

assistance to building owners and facility managers

Totals: $195,000 $255,000

This project will be run by the Department of Planning and Development. For information on DPD’s
indirect rates, please contact Jeff Davis, DPD Finance & Accounting Manager, at 206-684-8071.
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Project #5
Veterans Commercial Lighting
$750,000 EECBG Funding

Seattle City Light will launch the “Quick Lighting Upgrade Initiative” and hire returning war veterans
trained by the Veteran’s Conservation Corps to reach out to businesses and identify energy efficiency
and lighting improvement opportunities. The program will focus on historically underserved businesses
which are the least likely to have updated their lighting to the most current technologies.

EEECBG funds will be used to pay for a new Seattle City Light position that will have responsibility for
program management, as well for 6 part-time field staff and one part-time administrator. Field staff will
work with businesses to market energy efficiency and identify lighting improvement opportunities. The
program will use consulting services for database development/IT, marketing and direct mailing, and
translation and outreach assistance.

To increase customer participation, Seattle City Light will leverage $2,000,000 in conservation funds to
pay up to 100% of the replacement cost for targeted lighting fixtures.

The Object Class Category breakdown is as follows: 2009 2010 2011
Personnel: 1.0 FTE Program Manager (6 months in $40,000 $75,000
2009, 12 months in 2010) — Temporary staff
Personnel: 0.6 FTE Administrative Support (6 months $18,000 $33,000
in 2009, 12 months in 2010) — Temporary staff
Personnel: 6 Field Staff at 0.6 FTE each (6 months in $126,000 $235,000

2009, 12 months in 2010) — Temporary staff

Fringe: Temporary staff receive premium pay in-lieu S0 S0
of fringe benefits

Travel: Temporary Field Staff use their own vehicles $9,500 $17,500
to transport themselves to/from worksites. Field
staff will be reimbursed at the IRS rate.

Equipment: Six (6) laptop computers and energy $20,000 $5,000
audit tools

Contractual: Contract to create a database to track $20,000 $2,000
audit status and link with existing SCL data

Contractual: Contract to develop program marketing $36,000 $43,000
literature and a direct mail campaign

Contractual: Contract to pay community $15,000 $30,000

organizations for assistance with translation and
community work to reach underserved businesses

Other: SCL administration, supervision, and $10,000 $15,000
reporting on this program

Totals:  $294,500 $455,500

This program will be run by Seattle City Light’s Resource Conservation Division. For information on SCL
indirect rates, please contact, Kirsty Grainger, SCL Financial Planning, at 206-684-3713.
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Project #6 — HomeWise Weatherization Program — $500,000 EECBG Funding

This EECBG funding will provide additional grant resources to low-income housing providers to make
weatherization and energy-efficiency improvements to their buildings. These funds leverage other DOE
Weatherization Assistance Program (WAP) resources included in the ARRA Federal Stimulus Act. In
delivering the HomeWise Weatherization Program, the Office of Housing has found that WAP funds can
typically only cover about 45% of the total cost of weatherization for multifamily apartments in the
Seattle market. The additional EECBG funds will allow low-income housing providers to participate with
about 30% owner contributions of the total cost of weatherization. EECBG funds would provide 25% of
the funding. The proposed $500k of EECBG funding would leverage $900k of new WAP funding (ARRA
Federal Stimulus), and $600k of owner contributions.

Specific owner contribution levels and grant support are determined on a project by project basis, any
may vary depending on the kinds of weatherization services needed. The EECBG funds could be used to
fund energy audits and modeling, insulation, lighting fixture upgrades, HVAC upgrades, and other energy
efficiency improvements. Work would be competitively bid in compliance with DOE’s Weatherization
Assistance Program procedures and individual projects will go through environmental review.

The Object Class Category breakdown is as follows: 2009 2010 2011

Contractual: Grants to individual low-income $250,000 $250,000
housing providers for efficiency improvements

Totals: $250,000 $250,000

This program will be administered by the Office of Housing. For information on OH indirect rates, please
contact Gregg Johanson, OH Finance Manager, at 206-233-0066.
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Project #7 — Municipal Energy Audits — $500,000 EECBG Funding

The EECBG funds will be used to pay for energy audits of City of Seattle facilities. At an estimated
$0.15/sq ft, the EECBG funding will allow assessment of 3.3 million square feet of facility space. Priority
will be given to facilities owned and operated by the Fleets and Facilities Department (office buildings,
libraries, warehouses), Department of Parks and Recreation (community centers, warehouses,
maintenance shops), and Seattle Center (exhibition halls, community facilities, performance space,
office buildings). EECBG funding will not be used for pools, aquariums, zoos, or golf courses. The City
has McKinstry Essention, Inc under contract to provide Energy Savings Contracting Services.

The Object Class Category breakdown is as follows: 2009 2010 2011
Contractual: Energy audits, McKinstry Essention, Inc. $500,000

Totals: $500,000

This contract will be run out of the Department of Finance. For information on DOF indirect rates,
please contact Lisa Peyer, DOF, 206-684-0503.

The City intends to use these audits to develop a portfolio of efficiency projects and to pursue municipal
financing in 2010 for project implementation. Financing could include use of the City's allocation of
Qualified Energy Conservation bonds, general-obligation municipal bonds, or other financing options.
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Project #8 — LED Streetlights — $1,000,000 EECBG Funding

The proposed EECBG budget for LED streetlights is for replacing 2,500 high-pressure sodium streetlights
with LED technology. The project will focus on residential streetlights, and will replace the cobra-head
only. The new LED fixtures will use the existing wiring, poles, and armatures. EECBG funding would pay
for project management, purchase of LED streetlights, and contract labor for installation. This project
will begin, and be completed, in 2010.

The Object Class Category breakdown is as follows: 2009 2010 2011

Personnel: 1.0 FTE Project Management (contract $80,000
coordination, budget monitoring, payment
processing, strategic planning for LED replacement

Fringe: @ 38% loading $30,000
Supplies: 2,500 LED streetlight fixtures $590,000
Contractual: Contracted labor for installation (2.0 FTE) $300,000

Totals: $1,000,000

This program will be run by Seattle City Light. For information on SCL indirect rates, please contact,
Kirsty Grainger, SCL Financial Planning, at 206-684-3713.

The City of Seattle will consider additional funding to expand this program in 2010 and future years
through the City’s budget process. This initial $1,000,000 of EECBG funds will begin replacement of all
40,000 residential streetlights in the Seattle City Light service area.
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Project #9 — Electric Trolley-Bus System Improvements — $300,000 EECBG Funding

The City of Seattle and King County have identified system improvements to Seattle’s electric trolley-bus
network that will allow greater use of electric trolley-buses on high-ridership routes to displace diesel
buses. As a direct result of these improvements, the Route 36 (the 3" highest transit ridership route in
Washington) will be served entirely by trolley-buses, saving 50,000 gallons of diesel fuel a year. Electric
power is supplied by Seattle City Light, and has net-neutral carbon emissions (through hydropower and
carbon offsets).

EECBG funding will pay for improvements to the overhead electric wire system to allow for trolley-
passing capacity necessary to serve these routes. King County provides public transit service in Seattle
and is providing $400,000 for this joint project. The entire project cost estimate is $700,000.

The Object Class Category breakdown is as follows: 2009 2010 2011

Contractual: Design and construction of electric $300,000
trolley-bus overhead wiring improvements by
King County Metro

Totals: $300,000

King County will be the overall lead on this project. King County’s budget for the project includes:

e Personnel: $80,000 (for in-house design and project management)
e Fringe: $45,000
e Equipment: $192,000 (for steel poles, overhead catenary wire, and switches)

e Construction: $383,000 (for construction contract, permits, inspection, and contingency)
e Total Project: $700,000

The City’s contribution will be managed by Seattle Department of Transportation. For information on
SDOT indirect rates, please contact, Scott Clarke, SDOT Finance, at 206-684-5024.
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Project # 10 — EECBG Administration — $242,300 EECBG Funding

The proposed EECBG budget for grant administration includes a position and consultant support to
administer, monitor, and oversee the programs and comply with the reporting requirements of the
EECBG. Funding is spread over 24 months to cover delivery and evaluation of the EECBG programs.

The Object Class Category breakdown is as follows: 2009 2010 2011

Personnel: 1.0 FTE Strategic Advisor/Program $45,000 $90,000 $45,000
Manager (6 months in 2009, 12 months in 2010,
6 months in 2011)

Fringe: @ 27% loading $12,500 $25,000 $12,500

Contractual: Additional contract resources for $3,075 $6,150 $3,075
monitoring, verification, reporting, etc.

Totals: $60,575 $121,150 $60,575

This position will be created within the City’s Executive Offices (Department of Finance, Office of Policy
and Management, or Office of Sustainability and the Environment). For information on indirect rates for
Executive Offices, please contact Lisa Peyer, DOF, 206-684-0503.
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EECBG Activity Worksheet
Grantee: City of Seattle Date: 06/15/2009

DUNS # 9483561 calvin.chow@seattle.gov

Program Contact Email:

Program Contact First Name: Calvin Last Name: Chow

Project Title: Direct Installation Program Management(Project #1)

Activity: 6. Buildings and Facilities If Other:

Sector; Residential If Other:

Proposed Number of Jobs Created: 5.40 Proposed Number of Jobs Retained: 0.00

Proposed Energy Saved and/or Renewable Energy Generated: 802,480 KkWh/year plus 8,640 therms/year

Proposed GHG Emissions Reduced (CO2 Equivalents): 4,109.000

Proposed Funds Leveraged: $1,000,000.00

Proposed EECBG Budget: 00,000.00

Projected Costs Within Budget: Administration: $0.00 Revolving Loans: $0.00 Subgrants: $375,000.00
Project Contact First Name: Lars Last Name; Henrikson Email; 'ars-henrikson@seattle.gov
Metric Activity: Other If Other: residential lighting

Project Summary: (limit summary to space provided)

Seattle  City Light (SCL) is proposing a pilot program to directly install compact florescent
lightbulbs, low flow showerheads and faucet aerators for residential customers. With the proposed
EECBGfunds, SCL will fund the program management functions of a program where non-profit

organizations and volunteer groups will be paid to deliver programs designed to reach 20,000 homes and
install an assumed average of 10 CFLs and 1 showerhead per home, specifically targeting populations
which have been historically hard to reach and might be economically or socially disadvantaged.
Organizations targeted to deliver the services will also focus on disadvantaged populations. No

similar programs exist in the private sector and there are -currently no equivalent programs for
developing and training youth and others disadvantaged in the job market in these skills.

EECBGfunds will be used to pay a contract Program Manager and a new Seattle  City Light position that
will  have responsibility for program oversight and coordination with  the contract Program Manager, as
well as reporting.

Along with increasing customer adoption of efficient showerheads and aerators, the program will
educate utility customers about CFL benefits, appropriate and preferred uses, the variety of types
available, and proper disposal. It will also promote adoption of CFL's as first choice for existing
screw-based sockets by residential customers,  especially for those who do not currently have CFLs in
their  homes.

An additional goal for the program is to collect energy-related information for each home visited,
including fuel type for space heat and hot water. This data collection effort will  assist in future
efforts to increase energy efficiency for residential customers in the City. The Program Manager will
develop a city-wide tracking and data collection system to monitor progress and minimize redundant
efforts and may coordinate its system with new efforts on behalf of the City's electric utility to
offer  residential energy audits to its customers.

The EECBGmoney will leverage $1,000,000 in the Seattle City Light conservation budget for 2009 and
2010 that will fund contracts with partners  selected by the Program Management vendor. Partner
contract funds will be spent on labor, overhead, materials, transportation, and subcontractor profit

(if any) for the actual installation.

If you are proposing more than one activity, save this file as many times as needed with successive page numbers. For example: "OH-CITY-Columbus-
Project Activity page 1.pdf," "OH-CITY-Columbus-Project Activity page 2.pdf," and continue as needed.
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EECBG funds will be used to pay a contract Program Manager and a new Seattle City Light position that will have responsibility for program oversight and coordination with the contract Program Manager, as well as reporting.  

Along with increasing customer adoption of efficient showerheads and aerators, the program will educate utility customers about CFL benefits, appropriate and preferred uses, the variety of types available, and proper disposal.  It will also promote adoption of CFL’s as first choice for existing screw-based sockets by residential customers, especially for those who do not currently have CFLs in their homes.
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EECBG Activity Worksheet
Grantee: City of Seattle Date: 06/01/2009

DUNS # 9483561 calvin.chow@seattle.gov

Program Contact Email:

Program Contact First Name: Calvin Last Name: Chow

Project Title: Residential Energy Performance Score (Project #2)

Activity: 6. Buildings and Facilities If Other:

Sector; Residential If Other:

Proposed Number of Jobs Created: 4.00 Proposed Number of Jobs Retained: 0.00

Proposed Energy Saved and/or Renewable Energy Generated: Project identifies energy savings potential
Proposed GHG Emissions Reduced (CO2 Equivalents): 0.000

Proposed Funds Leveraged: $0.00

Proposed EECBG Budget: 400,000.00

Projected Costs Within Budget: Administration: $0.00 Revolving Loans: $0.00 Subgrants: $0.00
Project Contact First Name: Amanda Last Name: Eichel Email; amanda.eichel@seattle.gov
Metric Activity: Energy Efficiency Rating and Labeling If Other:

Project Summary: (limit summary to space provided)

This EECBGActivity develops an Energy Performance Score (EPS) to evaluate the energy performance of
single-family and small-multi family  dwellings. EECBGfunds will be used to develop the EPS tool,
provide training on use of the tool, and maintain a rating database and web portal.

Energy Performance Score (EPS) - This energy auditing tool will provide simple, easy to understand

information to home owners; identify opportunities for efficiency improvements; and encourage

voluntary retrofits by providing more information to the real estate market. The EPS will include a
whole home performance audit and recommendation report detailing cost-effective improvement  options
for the home, and will provide a simple numerical score (like a "miles per gallon" rating  for houses).
The EPS enables homeowners to rate the efficiency of their homes on energy consumption and carbon
impact. Homeowners can then compare their EPS scores to those of other homes, take measures to
improve their scores, and use the rating as a selling point to potential buyers or renters.

Training - Because the EPS establishes a new standard for Seattle and the Puget Sound region, there
will  be training needs. Existing residential auditors (both  utility and third-party providers) will
need to be trained to deliver the EPS and the local community college system has developed an energy
efficiency curriculum that will need to incorporate EPS. In addition, real estate professionals are a
key link to homeowners and will need training and outreach to promote the EPS, energy efficiency and
sustainability to their clients.

Rating Database and Web Portal - The City will maintain a database of EPS results and establish a web
portal to link homeowners (with appropriate security and privacy  controls) with  energy efficiency
contractors and financiers. The web portal will allow approved contractors to bid on packages of
improvements  (as recommended by auditors), and allow homeowners to review and select bids and
financing options. The database will also allow homes on the market to list their EPS scores on
Seattle's Multiple Listing Service  (MLS).

As a separate program, the City of Seattle has partnered with local utilities (Puget Sound Energy and
Seattle  City Light) to subsidize 5,000 energy audits for small multi-family and single  family
residential customers as a pilot  program. The audits will be offered at $95 (with an estimated value
of $600) and will utilize the EPS tool and resources.

If you are proposing more than one activity, save this file as many times as needed with successive page numbers. For example: "OH-CITY-Columbus-
Project Activity page 1.pdf," "OH-CITY-Columbus-Project Activity page 2.pdf," and continue as needed.
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Energy Performance Score (EPS) - This energy auditing tool will provide simple, easy to understand information to home owners; identify opportunities for efficiency improvements; and encourage voluntary retrofits by providing more information to the real estate market.  The EPS will include a whole home performance audit and recommendation report detailing cost-effective improvement options for the home, and will provide a simple numerical score (like a "miles per gallon" rating for houses).  The EPS enables homeowners to rate the efficiency of their homes on energy consumption and carbon impact.  Homeowners can then compare their EPS scores to those of other homes, take measures to improve their scores, and use the rating as a selling point to potential buyers or renters.

Training - Because the EPS establishes a new standard for Seattle and the Puget Sound region, there will be training needs.  Existing residential auditors (both utility and third-party providers) will need to be trained to deliver the EPS and the local community college system has developed an energy efficiency curriculum that will need to incorporate EPS.  In addition, real estate professionals are a key link to homeowners and will need training and outreach to promote the EPS, energy efficiency and sustainability to their clients.

Rating Database and Web Portal - The City will maintain a database of EPS results and establish a web portal to link homeowners (with appropriate security and privacy controls) with energy efficiency contractors and financiers.  The web portal will allow approved contractors to bid on packages of improvements (as recommended by auditors), and allow homeowners to review and select bids and financing options.  The database will also allow homes on the market to list their EPS scores on Seattle's Multiple Listing Service (MLS). 
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Sheet1

		Applicant Name:				City of Seattle (DUNS # 009483561)				Award Number:

		Budget Information - Non Construction Programs

		OMB Approval No. 0348-0044

		Section A - Budget Summary

				Grant Program Function or Activity		Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance Number		Estimated Unobligated Funds				New or Revised Budget

								Federal		Non-Federal		Federal		Non-Federal		Total

				(a)		(b)		(c )		(d)		(e)		(f)		(g)

		1.		Direct Install		81.128						$500,000				$500,000

		2.		Residential Energy Peformance Score		81.128						$400,000				$400,000

		3.		Residential Loan Program		81.128						$1,500,000				$1,500,000

		4.		Energy Performance Disclosure		81.128						$450,000				$450,000

		5.		Totals				$0		$0		$2,850,000		$0		$2,850,000

		Section B - Budget Categories

		6.		Object Class Categories				Grant Program, Function or Activity								Total (5)

								(1) Direct Install		(2) Residential Energy Performance Score		(3) Residential Loan Program		(4) Energy Performance Disclosure

				a.  Personnel				$125,000						$310,000		$435,000

				b.  Fringe Benefits										$80,000		$80,000

				c.  Travel												$0

				d.  Equipment												$0

				e.  Supplies												$0

				f.  Contractual				$375,000		$400,000		$300,000		$60,000		$1,135,000

				g.  Construction												$0

				h.  Other								$1,200,000				$1,200,000

				i.  Total Direct Charges (sum of 6a-6h)				$500,000		$400,000		$1,500,000		$450,000		$2,850,000

				j.  Indirect Charges												$0

				k.  Totals (sum of 6i-6j)				$500,000		$400,000		$1,500,000		$450,000		$2,850,000

		7.		Program Income												$0

																SF-424A (Rev. 4-92)

		Previous Edition Usable												Prescribed by OMB Circular A-102

		Authorized for Local Reproduction

		Section C - Non-Federal Resources

				(a) Grant Program						(b) Applicant		(c ) State		(d) Other Sources		(e) Totals

		8.		see Remarks below												$0

		9.														$0

		10.														$0

		11.														$0

		12.		Total (sum of lines 8 - 11)						$0		$0		$0		$0

		Section D - Forecasted Cash Needs

								Total for 1st Year		1st Quarter		2nd Quarter		3rd Quarter		4th quarter

		13.		Federal				$0

		14.		Non-Federal				$0

		15.		Total (sum of lines 13 and 14)				$0		$0		$0		$0		$0

		Section E - Budget Estimates of Federal Funds Needed for Balance of the Project

		(a) Grant Program								Future Funding Periods (Years)

										(b) 2009		(c ) 2010		(d) 2011		(e) 2012

		16.		Direct Install						$156,000		$344,000

		17.		Residential Energy Peformance Score						$400,000

		18.		Residential Loan Program						$1,500,000

		19.		Energy Performance Disclosure						$195,000		$255,000

		20.		Total (sum of lines 16-19)						$2,251,000		$599,000		$0		$0

		Section F - Other Budget Information

		21. Direct Charges								22. Indirect Charges

		23.  Remarks

		As the EECBG program does not require a local match, the City of Seattle is reporting only on EECBG funding to describe spending of federal funds by the required Budget Categories.  Additional information on

		leveraged funds for these programs is included in the EECBG Activity Sheets and the Budget Justification File.  The budget estimates in Section E show the anticipated spending over the entire EECBG grant.

																SF-424A (Rev. 4-92)

		Previous Edition Usable														Prescribed by OMB Circular A-102

						Authorized for Local Reproduction
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Instructions for the SF - 424A     Public Reporting Burden for this collection of information is estimated to average 3.0 hours per response, including the time for reviewing instructions, searching existing data sources, gathering and  main taining the data needed, and completing and reviewing the collection of information. Please do not return your completed form to the Office of Management and Budget; send it to the address  provided by the sponsoring agency.     General Instructions   This form  is designed so that application can be made for funds from one or more grant  programs. In preparing the budget, adhere to any existing Federal grantor agency  guidelines which prescribe how and whether budgeted amounts should be separately  shown for differ ent functions or activities within the program. For some programs, grantor  agencies may require budgets to be separately shown by function or activity. For other  programs, grantor agencies may require a breakdown by function or activity. Sections A,  B, C,  and D should include budget estimates for the whole project except when applying  for assistance which requires Federal authorization in annual or other funding period  increments. In the later case, Sections A, B, C, and D should provide the budget for the  first budget period (usually a year) and Section E should present the need for Federal  assistance in the subsequent budget periods. All applications should contain a  breakdown by the object class categories shown in Lines a - k of Section B.     Section A. Budg et Summary Lines 1 - 4 Columns (a) and (b)   For applications pertaining to a  single  Federal grant program (Federal Domestic  Assistance Catalog number) and  not requiring  a functional or activity breakdown, enter  on Line 1 under Column (a) the catalog program t itle and the catalog number in Column  (b).     For applications pertaining to a  single  program  requiring  budget amounts by   multiple functions or activities, enter the name of each activity or function on each line in  Column (a), and enter the catalog number i n Column (b). For applications pertaining to  multiple programs where none of the programs require a breakdown by function or  activity, enter the catalog program title on each line in  Column  (a) and the respective  catalog number on each line in Column (b).   For applications pertaining to  multiple  programs where one or more programs   require  a breakdown by function or activity, prepare a separate sheet for each   program requiring the breakdown. Additional sheets should be used when one form does  not provide adeq uate space for all breakdown of data required. However, when more  than one sheet is used, the first page should provide the summary totals by programs.     Lines 1 - 4, Columns (c) through (g)     For new applications,  leave Columns (c) and (d) blank. For each lin e entry in   Columns (a) and (b), enter in Columns (e), (f), and (g) the appropriate amounts of funds  needed to support the project for the first funding period (usually a year).    For continuing grant program applications,  submit these forms before the end o f  each funding period as required by the grantor agency. Enter in Columns (c) and (d) the  estimated amounts of funds which will remain unobligated at the end of the grant funding  period only if the Federal grantor agency instructions provide for this. Othe rwise, leave  these columns blank. Enter in columns (e) and (f) the amounts of funds needed for the  upcoming period. The amount(s) in Column (g) should be the sum of amounts in  Columns (e) and (f).     For supplemental grants and changes  to existing grants, do  not use Columns (c)   and (d). Enter in Column (e) the amount of the increase or decrease of Federal funds  and enter in Column (f) the amount of the increase or decrease of non - Federal funds. In  Column (g) enter the new total budgeted amount (Federal and no n - Federal) which  includes the total previous authorized budgeted amounts plus or minus, as appropriate,  the amounts shown in Columns (e) and (f). The amount(s) in Column (g) should not  equal the sum of amounts in Columns (e) and (f).     Line 5 — Show the total s for all columns used.     Section B. Budget Categories   In the column headings (a) through (4), enter the titles of the same programs,   functions, and activities shown on Lines 1 - 4, Column (a), Section A. When   additional sheets are prepared for Section A, pro vide similar column headings on each  sheet. For each program, function or activity, fill in the total requirements for funds (both  Federal and non - Federal) by object class categories.     Lines 6a - i — Show the totals of Lines 6a to 6h in each column.     Line 6j — S how the amount of indirect cost.     Line 6k — Enter the total of amounts on Lines 6i and 6j. For all applications for new  grants and continuation grants the total amount in column (5), Line 6k, should be the  same as the total amount shown in Section A, Column  (g), Line 5. For supplemental  grants and changes to grants, the total amount of the increase or decrease as shown in  Columns (1) - (4), Line 6k should be the same as the sum of the amounts in Section A,  Columns (e) and (f) on Line 5.   Line 7 — Enter the estimated amount of income, if any, expected to be generated from  this project. Do not add or subtract this amount from the total project amount. Show  under the program narrative statement the nature and source of income. The estimated  amount of  program income may be considered by the federal grantor agency in  determining the total amount of the grant.                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                SF - 424A  (Rev. 4 - 92   Previous Edition Usab le                                                                                                                                    Authorized for Local Reproduction                                                                                                                     Prescribed by OMB Circular A - 102    




Section C. Non - Federal Resources     Lines 8 - 11 — Enter amounts of non - Federal resources that will be used on the  grant. If in - kind contributions are included, provide a brief explanation on a  separa te sheet.     Column (a) — Enter the program titles identical to Column (a), Section A. A   breakdown by function or activity is not necessary.     Column (b) — Enter the contribution to be made by the applicant.     Column (c) — Enter the amount of the State's cash and in - kind contribution if   the applicant is not a State or State agency. Applicants which are a State or   State agencies should leave this column blank.     Column (d) — Enter the amount of cash and in - kind contributions to be made   from all other sources.     Column (e) — Enter totals of Columns (b), (c), and (d).     Line 12 — Enter the total for each of Columns (b) - (e). The amount in Column (e)   should be equal to the amount on Line 5, Column (f) Section A.     Section D. Forecasted Cash Needs     Line 13 — Enter the amount of cash ne eded by quarter from the grantor agency   during the first year.     Line 14 — Enter the amount of cash from all other sources needed by quarter  during the first year.     Line 15 — Enter the totals of amounts on Lines 13 and 14.                          Section E. Budget Estimate s of Federal Funds Needed for Balance of the   Project     Lines 16 - 19 — Enter in Column (a) the same grant program titles shown in  Column   (a), Section A. A breakdown by function or activity is not necessary. For new   applications and continuation grant applicatio ns, enter in the proper columns   amounts of Federal funds which will be needed to complete the program or  project   over the succeeding funding periods (usually in years). This section  need not be   completed for revisions (amendments, changes, or supplements)  to  funds for the   current year of existing grants.   If more than four lines are needed to list the program titles, submit additional   schedules as necessary.     Line 20 — Enter the total for each of the Columns (b) - (e). When additional  schedules   are prepared for  this Section, annotate accordingly and show the  overall totals on   this line.     Section F. Other Budget Information     Line 21 — Use this space to explain amounts for individual direct object - class  cost   categories that may appear to be out of the ordinary or to  explain the  details as   required by the Federal grantor agency.     Line 22 — Enter the type of indirect rate (provisional, predetermined, final or  fixed)   that will be in effect during the funding period, the estimated amount of  the base to   which the rate is app lied, and the total indirect expense.     Line 23 — Provide any other explanations or comments deemed necessary.                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                    SF - 424A  (Rev. 4 - 92   Previous Edition Usa ble                                                                                                                                    Authorized for Local Reproduction                                                                                                                     Prescribed by OMB Circular A - 102    





Sheet1

		Applicant Name:				City of Seattle (DUNS # 009483561)				Award Number:

		Budget Information - Non Construction Programs

		OMB Approval No. 0348-0044

		Section A - Budget Summary

				Grant Program Function or Activity		Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance Number		Estimated Unobligated Funds				New or Revised Budget

								Federal		Non-Federal		Federal		Non-Federal		Total

				(a)		(b)		(c )		(d)		(e)		(f)		(g)

		1.		Veterans Commercial Lighting		81.128						$750,000				$750,000

		2.		HomeWise Weatherization Program		81.128						$500,000				$500,000

		3.		Municipal Energy Audits		81.128						$500,000				$500,000

		4.		LED Streetlights		81.128						$1,000,000				$1,000,000

		5.		Totals				$0		$0		$2,750,000		$0		$2,750,000

		Section B - Budget Categories

		6.		Object Class Categories				Grant Program, Function or Activity								Total (5)

								(1) Veterans Commercial Lighting		(2) HomeWise Weatherization Program		(3) Municipal Energy Audits		(4) LED Streetlights

				a.  Personnel				$527,000						$80,000		$607,000

				b.  Fringe Benefits										$30,000		$30,000

				c.  Travel				$27,000								$27,000

				d.  Equipment				$25,000								$25,000

				e.  Supplies										$590,000		$590,000

				f.  Contractual				$146,000		$500,000		$500,000		$300,000		$1,446,000

				g.  Construction												$0

				h.  Other				$25,000								$25,000

				i.  Total Direct Charges (sum of 6a-6h)				$750,000		$500,000		$500,000		$1,000,000		$2,750,000

				j.  Indirect Charges												$0

				k.  Totals (sum of 6i-6j)				$750,000		$500,000		$500,000		$1,000,000		$2,750,000

		7.		Program Income												$0

																SF-424A (Rev. 4-92)

		Previous Edition Usable												Prescribed by OMB Circular A-102

		Authorized for Local Reproduction

		Section C - Non-Federal Resources

				(a) Grant Program						(b) Applicant		(c ) State		(d) Other Sources		(e) Totals

		8.		see Remarks below												$0

		9.														$0

		10.														$0

		11.														$0

		12.		Total (sum of lines 8 - 11)						$0		$0		$0		$0

		Section D - Forecasted Cash Needs

								Total for 1st Year		1st Quarter		2nd Quarter		3rd Quarter		4th quarter

		13.		Federal				$0

		14.		Non-Federal				$0

		15.		Total (sum of lines 13 and 14)				$0		$0		$0		$0		$0

		Section E - Budget Estimates of Federal Funds Needed for Balance of the Project

		(a) Grant Program								Future Funding Periods (Years)

										(b) 2009		(c ) 2010		(d) 2011		(e) 2012

		16.		Veterans Commercial Lighting						$294,500		$455,500

		17.		HomeWise Weatherization Program						$250,000		$250,000

		18.		Municipal Energy Audits						$500,000

		19.		LED Streetlights								$1,000,000

		20.		Total (sum of lines 16-19)						$1,044,500		$1,705,500		$0		$0

		Section F - Other Budget Information

		21. Direct Charges								22. Indirect Charges

		23.  Remarks

		As the EECBG program does not require a local match, the City of Seattle is reporting only on EECBG funding to describe spending of federal funds by the required Budget Categories.  Additional information on

		leveraged funds for these programs is included in the EECBG Activity Sheets and the Budget Justification File.  The budget estimates in Section E show the anticipated spending over the entire EECBG grant.
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Instructions for the SF - 424A     Public Reporting Burden for this collection of information is estimated to average 3.0 hours per response, including the time for reviewing instructions, searching existing data sources, gathering and  main taining the data needed, and completing and reviewing the collection of information. Please do not return your completed form to the Office of Management and Budget; send it to the address  provided by the sponsoring agency.     General Instructions   This form  is designed so that application can be made for funds from one or more grant  programs. In preparing the budget, adhere to any existing Federal grantor agency  guidelines which prescribe how and whether budgeted amounts should be separately  shown for differ ent functions or activities within the program. For some programs, grantor  agencies may require budgets to be separately shown by function or activity. For other  programs, grantor agencies may require a breakdown by function or activity. Sections A,  B, C,  and D should include budget estimates for the whole project except when applying  for assistance which requires Federal authorization in annual or other funding period  increments. In the later case, Sections A, B, C, and D should provide the budget for the  first budget period (usually a year) and Section E should present the need for Federal  assistance in the subsequent budget periods. All applications should contain a  breakdown by the object class categories shown in Lines a - k of Section B.     Section A. Budg et Summary Lines 1 - 4 Columns (a) and (b)   For applications pertaining to a  single  Federal grant program (Federal Domestic  Assistance Catalog number) and  not requiring  a functional or activity breakdown, enter  on Line 1 under Column (a) the catalog program t itle and the catalog number in Column  (b).     For applications pertaining to a  single  program  requiring  budget amounts by   multiple functions or activities, enter the name of each activity or function on each line in  Column (a), and enter the catalog number i n Column (b). For applications pertaining to  multiple programs where none of the programs require a breakdown by function or  activity, enter the catalog program title on each line in  Column  (a) and the respective  catalog number on each line in Column (b).   For applications pertaining to  multiple  programs where one or more programs   require  a breakdown by function or activity, prepare a separate sheet for each   program requiring the breakdown. Additional sheets should be used when one form does  not provide adeq uate space for all breakdown of data required. However, when more  than one sheet is used, the first page should provide the summary totals by programs.     Lines 1 - 4, Columns (c) through (g)     For new applications,  leave Columns (c) and (d) blank. For each lin e entry in   Columns (a) and (b), enter in Columns (e), (f), and (g) the appropriate amounts of funds  needed to support the project for the first funding period (usually a year).    For continuing grant program applications,  submit these forms before the end o f  each funding period as required by the grantor agency. Enter in Columns (c) and (d) the  estimated amounts of funds which will remain unobligated at the end of the grant funding  period only if the Federal grantor agency instructions provide for this. Othe rwise, leave  these columns blank. Enter in columns (e) and (f) the amounts of funds needed for the  upcoming period. The amount(s) in Column (g) should be the sum of amounts in  Columns (e) and (f).     For supplemental grants and changes  to existing grants, do  not use Columns (c)   and (d). Enter in Column (e) the amount of the increase or decrease of Federal funds  and enter in Column (f) the amount of the increase or decrease of non - Federal funds. In  Column (g) enter the new total budgeted amount (Federal and no n - Federal) which  includes the total previous authorized budgeted amounts plus or minus, as appropriate,  the amounts shown in Columns (e) and (f). The amount(s) in Column (g) should not  equal the sum of amounts in Columns (e) and (f).     Line 5 — Show the total s for all columns used.     Section B. Budget Categories   In the column headings (a) through (4), enter the titles of the same programs,   functions, and activities shown on Lines 1 - 4, Column (a), Section A. When   additional sheets are prepared for Section A, pro vide similar column headings on each  sheet. For each program, function or activity, fill in the total requirements for funds (both  Federal and non - Federal) by object class categories.     Lines 6a - i — Show the totals of Lines 6a to 6h in each column.     Line 6j — S how the amount of indirect cost.     Line 6k — Enter the total of amounts on Lines 6i and 6j. For all applications for new  grants and continuation grants the total amount in column (5), Line 6k, should be the  same as the total amount shown in Section A, Column  (g), Line 5. For supplemental  grants and changes to grants, the total amount of the increase or decrease as shown in  Columns (1) - (4), Line 6k should be the same as the sum of the amounts in Section A,  Columns (e) and (f) on Line 5.   Line 7 — Enter the estimated amount of income, if any, expected to be generated from  this project. Do not add or subtract this amount from the total project amount. Show  under the program narrative statement the nature and source of income. The estimated  amount of  program income may be considered by the federal grantor agency in  determining the total amount of the grant.                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                SF - 424A  (Rev. 4 - 92   Previous Edition Usab le                                                                                                                                    Authorized for Local Reproduction                                                                                                                     Prescribed by OMB Circular A - 102    




Section C. Non - Federal Resources     Lines 8 - 11 — Enter amounts of non - Federal resources that will be used on the  grant. If in - kind contributions are included, provide a brief explanation on a  separa te sheet.     Column (a) — Enter the program titles identical to Column (a), Section A. A   breakdown by function or activity is not necessary.     Column (b) — Enter the contribution to be made by the applicant.     Column (c) — Enter the amount of the State's cash and in - kind contribution if   the applicant is not a State or State agency. Applicants which are a State or   State agencies should leave this column blank.     Column (d) — Enter the amount of cash and in - kind contributions to be made   from all other sources.     Column (e) — Enter totals of Columns (b), (c), and (d).     Line 12 — Enter the total for each of Columns (b) - (e). The amount in Column (e)   should be equal to the amount on Line 5, Column (f) Section A.     Section D. Forecasted Cash Needs     Line 13 — Enter the amount of cash ne eded by quarter from the grantor agency   during the first year.     Line 14 — Enter the amount of cash from all other sources needed by quarter  during the first year.     Line 15 — Enter the totals of amounts on Lines 13 and 14.                          Section E. Budget Estimate s of Federal Funds Needed for Balance of the   Project     Lines 16 - 19 — Enter in Column (a) the same grant program titles shown in  Column   (a), Section A. A breakdown by function or activity is not necessary. For new   applications and continuation grant applicatio ns, enter in the proper columns   amounts of Federal funds which will be needed to complete the program or  project   over the succeeding funding periods (usually in years). This section  need not be   completed for revisions (amendments, changes, or supplements)  to  funds for the   current year of existing grants.   If more than four lines are needed to list the program titles, submit additional   schedules as necessary.     Line 20 — Enter the total for each of the Columns (b) - (e). When additional  schedules   are prepared for  this Section, annotate accordingly and show the  overall totals on   this line.     Section F. Other Budget Information     Line 21 — Use this space to explain amounts for individual direct object - class  cost   categories that may appear to be out of the ordinary or to  explain the  details as   required by the Federal grantor agency.     Line 22 — Enter the type of indirect rate (provisional, predetermined, final or  fixed)   that will be in effect during the funding period, the estimated amount of  the base to   which the rate is app lied, and the total indirect expense.     Line 23 — Provide any other explanations or comments deemed necessary.                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                    SF - 424A  (Rev. 4 - 92   Previous Edition Usa ble                                                                                                                                    Authorized for Local Reproduction                                                                                                                     Prescribed by OMB Circular A - 102    





Sheet1

		Applicant Name:				City of Seattle (DUNS # 009483561)				Award Number:

		Budget Information - Non Construction Programs

		OMB Approval No. 0348-0044

		Section A - Budget Summary

				Grant Program Function or Activity		Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance Number		Estimated Unobligated Funds				New or Revised Budget

								Federal		Non-Federal		Federal		Non-Federal		Total

				(a)		(b)		(c )		(d)		(e)		(f)		(g)

		1.		Electric Trolley-Bus System Improvements		81.128						$300,000				$300,000

		2.		EECBG Administration		81.128						$242,300				$242,300

		3.				81.128										$0

		4.				81.128										$0

		5.		Totals				$0		$0		$542,300		$0		$542,300

		Section B - Budget Categories

		6.		Object Class Categories				Grant Program, Function or Activity								Total (5)

								(1) Electric Trolley-Bus System Improvements		(2) EECBG Administration		(3)		(4)

				a.  Personnel						$180,000						$180,000

				b.  Fringe Benefits						$50,000						$50,000

				c.  Travel												$0

				d.  Equipment												$0

				e.  Supplies												$0

				f.  Contractual				$300,000		$12,300						$312,300

				g.  Construction												$0

				h.  Other												$0

				i.  Total Direct Charges (sum of 6a-6h)				$300,000		$242,300						$542,300

				j.  Indirect Charges												$0

				k.  Totals (sum of 6i-6j)				$300,000		$242,300		$0		$0		$542,300

		7.		Program Income												$0

																SF-424A (Rev. 4-92)

		Previous Edition Usable												Prescribed by OMB Circular A-102

		Authorized for Local Reproduction

		Section C - Non-Federal Resources

				(a) Grant Program						(b) Applicant		(c ) State		(d) Other Sources		(e) Totals

		8.		see Remarks below												$0

		9.														$0

		10.														$0

		11.														$0

		12.		Total (sum of lines 8 - 11)						$0		$0		$0		$0

		Section D - Forecasted Cash Needs

								Total for 1st Year		1st Quarter		2nd Quarter		3rd Quarter		4th quarter

		13.		Federal				$0

		14.		Non-Federal				$0

		15.		Total (sum of lines 13 and 14)				$0		$0		$0		$0		$0

		Section E - Budget Estimates of Federal Funds Needed for Balance of the Project

		(a) Grant Program								Future Funding Periods (Years)

										(b) 2009		(c ) 2010		(d) 2011		(e) 2012

		16.		Electric Trolley-Bus System Improvements								$300,000

		17.		EECBG Administration						$60,575		$121,150		$60,575

		18.		0

		19.		0

		20.		Total (sum of lines 16-19)						$60,575		$421,150		$60,575		$0

		Section F - Other Budget Information

		21. Direct Charges								22. Indirect Charges

		23.  Remarks

		As the EECBG program does not require a local match, the City of Seattle is reporting only on EECBG funding to describe spending of federal funds by the required Budget Categories.  Additional information on

		leveraged funds for these programs is included in the EECBG Activity Sheets and the Budget Justification File.  The budget estimates in Section E show the anticipated spending over the entire EECBG grant.
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Instructions for the SF - 424A     Public Reporting Burden for this collection of information is estimated to average 3.0 hours per response, including the time for reviewing instructions, searching existing data sources, gathering and  main taining the data needed, and completing and reviewing the collection of information. Please do not return your completed form to the Office of Management and Budget; send it to the address  provided by the sponsoring agency.     General Instructions   This form  is designed so that application can be made for funds from one or more grant  programs. In preparing the budget, adhere to any existing Federal grantor agency  guidelines which prescribe how and whether budgeted amounts should be separately  shown for differ ent functions or activities within the program. For some programs, grantor  agencies may require budgets to be separately shown by function or activity. For other  programs, grantor agencies may require a breakdown by function or activity. Sections A,  B, C,  and D should include budget estimates for the whole project except when applying  for assistance which requires Federal authorization in annual or other funding period  increments. In the later case, Sections A, B, C, and D should provide the budget for the  first budget period (usually a year) and Section E should present the need for Federal  assistance in the subsequent budget periods. All applications should contain a  breakdown by the object class categories shown in Lines a - k of Section B.     Section A. Budg et Summary Lines 1 - 4 Columns (a) and (b)   For applications pertaining to a  single  Federal grant program (Federal Domestic  Assistance Catalog number) and  not requiring  a functional or activity breakdown, enter  on Line 1 under Column (a) the catalog program t itle and the catalog number in Column  (b).     For applications pertaining to a  single  program  requiring  budget amounts by   multiple functions or activities, enter the name of each activity or function on each line in  Column (a), and enter the catalog number i n Column (b). For applications pertaining to  multiple programs where none of the programs require a breakdown by function or  activity, enter the catalog program title on each line in  Column  (a) and the respective  catalog number on each line in Column (b).   For applications pertaining to  multiple  programs where one or more programs   require  a breakdown by function or activity, prepare a separate sheet for each   program requiring the breakdown. Additional sheets should be used when one form does  not provide adeq uate space for all breakdown of data required. However, when more  than one sheet is used, the first page should provide the summary totals by programs.     Lines 1 - 4, Columns (c) through (g)     For new applications,  leave Columns (c) and (d) blank. For each lin e entry in   Columns (a) and (b), enter in Columns (e), (f), and (g) the appropriate amounts of funds  needed to support the project for the first funding period (usually a year).    For continuing grant program applications,  submit these forms before the end o f  each funding period as required by the grantor agency. Enter in Columns (c) and (d) the  estimated amounts of funds which will remain unobligated at the end of the grant funding  period only if the Federal grantor agency instructions provide for this. Othe rwise, leave  these columns blank. Enter in columns (e) and (f) the amounts of funds needed for the  upcoming period. The amount(s) in Column (g) should be the sum of amounts in  Columns (e) and (f).     For supplemental grants and changes  to existing grants, do  not use Columns (c)   and (d). Enter in Column (e) the amount of the increase or decrease of Federal funds  and enter in Column (f) the amount of the increase or decrease of non - Federal funds. In  Column (g) enter the new total budgeted amount (Federal and no n - Federal) which  includes the total previous authorized budgeted amounts plus or minus, as appropriate,  the amounts shown in Columns (e) and (f). The amount(s) in Column (g) should not  equal the sum of amounts in Columns (e) and (f).     Line 5 — Show the total s for all columns used.     Section B. Budget Categories   In the column headings (a) through (4), enter the titles of the same programs,   functions, and activities shown on Lines 1 - 4, Column (a), Section A. When   additional sheets are prepared for Section A, pro vide similar column headings on each  sheet. For each program, function or activity, fill in the total requirements for funds (both  Federal and non - Federal) by object class categories.     Lines 6a - i — Show the totals of Lines 6a to 6h in each column.     Line 6j — S how the amount of indirect cost.     Line 6k — Enter the total of amounts on Lines 6i and 6j. For all applications for new  grants and continuation grants the total amount in column (5), Line 6k, should be the  same as the total amount shown in Section A, Column  (g), Line 5. For supplemental  grants and changes to grants, the total amount of the increase or decrease as shown in  Columns (1) - (4), Line 6k should be the same as the sum of the amounts in Section A,  Columns (e) and (f) on Line 5.   Line 7 — Enter the estimated amount of income, if any, expected to be generated from  this project. Do not add or subtract this amount from the total project amount. Show  under the program narrative statement the nature and source of income. The estimated  amount of  program income may be considered by the federal grantor agency in  determining the total amount of the grant.                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                SF - 424A  (Rev. 4 - 92   Previous Edition Usab le                                                                                                                                    Authorized for Local Reproduction                                                                                                                     Prescribed by OMB Circular A - 102    




Section C. Non - Federal Resources     Lines 8 - 11 — Enter amounts of non - Federal resources that will be used on the  grant. If in - kind contributions are included, provide a brief explanation on a  separa te sheet.     Column (a) — Enter the program titles identical to Column (a), Section A. A   breakdown by function or activity is not necessary.     Column (b) — Enter the contribution to be made by the applicant.     Column (c) — Enter the amount of the State's cash and in - kind contribution if   the applicant is not a State or State agency. Applicants which are a State or   State agencies should leave this column blank.     Column (d) — Enter the amount of cash and in - kind contributions to be made   from all other sources.     Column (e) — Enter totals of Columns (b), (c), and (d).     Line 12 — Enter the total for each of Columns (b) - (e). The amount in Column (e)   should be equal to the amount on Line 5, Column (f) Section A.     Section D. Forecasted Cash Needs     Line 13 — Enter the amount of cash ne eded by quarter from the grantor agency   during the first year.     Line 14 — Enter the amount of cash from all other sources needed by quarter  during the first year.     Line 15 — Enter the totals of amounts on Lines 13 and 14.                          Section E. Budget Estimate s of Federal Funds Needed for Balance of the   Project     Lines 16 - 19 — Enter in Column (a) the same grant program titles shown in  Column   (a), Section A. A breakdown by function or activity is not necessary. For new   applications and continuation grant applicatio ns, enter in the proper columns   amounts of Federal funds which will be needed to complete the program or  project   over the succeeding funding periods (usually in years). This section  need not be   completed for revisions (amendments, changes, or supplements)  to  funds for the   current year of existing grants.   If more than four lines are needed to list the program titles, submit additional   schedules as necessary.     Line 20 — Enter the total for each of the Columns (b) - (e). When additional  schedules   are prepared for  this Section, annotate accordingly and show the  overall totals on   this line.     Section F. Other Budget Information     Line 21 — Use this space to explain amounts for individual direct object - class  cost   categories that may appear to be out of the ordinary or to  explain the  details as   required by the Federal grantor agency.     Line 22 — Enter the type of indirect rate (provisional, predetermined, final or  fixed)   that will be in effect during the funding period, the estimated amount of  the base to   which the rate is app lied, and the total indirect expense.     Line 23 — Provide any other explanations or comments deemed necessary.                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                    SF - 424A  (Rev. 4 - 92   Previous Edition Usa ble                                                                                                                                    Authorized for Local Reproduction                                                                                                                     Prescribed by OMB Circular A - 102    





FINANCIAL MANAGEMENT ASSESSMENT

This assessment should be completed, signed and certified by the Applicant’s Financial Officer.

YES

1. Have you previously done business with DOE? E

2. Have you previously done business with any other Federal Agency? g

If so, please identify:

3. Can the Applicant’s Financial Officer or Independent Auditor certify that the Applicant has

a financial management system sufficient to meet the requirements of 10 CFR 600.2207 X

If yes. please skip to question #10 and sian/certify below.

4. Does your accounting system have the ability to track costs on a reimbursable basis? E]

5. Does your system allow for accurate, current and complete financial reporting, and record

keeping as well as the maintaining of adequate source documentation? ]
- 6. Does your system allow for effective internal controls and accountability? ]

7. Does your system allow for effective and efficient cash management procedures? O]

8. Does your system prohibit subaward at any tier to any party which is debarred, suspended

or otherwise excluded from or ineligible for participation in Federal assistance programs? OJ

9. The expenditure of $500,000 or more of Federal funds in a fiscal year requires an

organization to have an audit performed in accordance with OMB Circular A-133.

Has your organization had such an audit performed? ]

10. if yes, please provide the most recent report or a copy of the SF-SAC forms filed with

the Federal Audit Clearinghouse. if no, proceed to the next statement and certify by

checking the YES block. SF-SAC form attached.

| understand the audit requirements and will comply with the provisions of OMB Circular A-133.  []

Y Ty ol B

VICTORIA GALINATO, Accounting Services Director, 206-233-7825 May 21, 2009

PRINTED NAME, TITLE AND PHONE NUMBER OF INDIVIDUAL COMPLETING FORM DATE

L]

U ooo o O

A

By signing this form, the above individual certifies that the responses provided to this survey are accurate as of the date.

If "NO” has been selected for any of the statements above, please provide further explanation on page 2.

Not applicable.





INTERNET REPORT ID: 291392 VERSION:1 E|C

9/16/2008 OMB No. 0348-0057

/ zorm SF-SAC

(5-2004)

Data Collection Form for Reporting on

'AUDITS OF STATES, LOCAL GOVERNMENTS, AND NON-PROFIT ORGANIZATIONS
: for Fiscal Year Ending Dates in 2004, 2005, or 2006

ACTING AS COLLECTING AGENT FOR

U.S. DEPT. OF COMM.~ Ecan, and Stat, Admin— U.S. CENSUS Bunem
OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT AND BUDGET

Complete this form, as required by OMB Circular A-133, "Audits
of States, Local Governments, and Non-Profit Organizations."

RETURN -\ Federal Audit Clearinghouse
|"‘ smave 2 1201 E. 10th Street
Ak b Jeffersonville, IN 47132

PARE GENERAL INFORMATION (To be completed by auditee, except for Iltems 4 and 7)

1. Fiscal period ending date for this submission
Menth Day Year

; Fiscal Period End Dates Must
12 / 31 /2007 |gein2004, 2005. or 2006

2. Type of Circular A-133 audit

1[X] Single audit 2] Program-specific audit

'[
3. Audit period covered

1X Annual 2] Biennial 3] Other — | Months

4. FEDERAL Date received b
GOVERNMENT  Federal clearinghouse
USE ONLY

5. Auditee Identification Numbers
a. Primary Employer Identification Number (EIN)

Are multiple EINs covered in this report? 1 JYes 2X No

| &bl | c. If Part|, Item 5b = "Yes," complete Part I, ltem 5¢c
AR 0‘ g ‘ 1 2| e l on the continuation sheet on Page 4,
d. Data Universal Numbering System (DUNS) Number e. Are multiple DUNS covered in this report? 1 [JYes 2[X No
=1 1 1 =
= lg (= . f. If Part I, ltem 5e = "Yes," complete Part |, Item 5f
g 0—-‘ M L:’. 5|61} an the continuation sheet on Page 4.
G. AUDITEE INFORMATION 7. AUDITOR INFORMATION (To be completed by auditor)

a, Auditee name
CITY OF SEATTLE

a. Auditor name
STATE AUDITOR'S OFFICE

b. Auditee address (Number and street)
PO BOX 94669

b. Auditor address (Number and street)
700 5TH AVENUE, SUITE 4144

DIRECTOR, GENTRALE ACCOUNTING S$ERVICE S

City City
SEATTLE SEATTLE
State 219+ 4 Code | | r f ‘ J : State ZIP + 4 Code { ‘ J ] { |
WA 9i8|1/12/4/ |4l 6 6 4 WA 9/8 1 0 4 |5|o0 4
c. Auditee contact c. Auditor contact
Name Name
VICTORIA GALINATO CAROL EHLINGER
Title Title

AUDIT MANAGER

d. Auditee contact telephone
{ 206) 233 — 7825

d. Auditor contact telephone
(206 ) 615 — 0555

e. Auditee cantact FAX
(206 ) 684 — 0462

e. Auditor contact FAX
(206 ) 464 — 7292

f. Auditee contact E-mail
VICTORIA.GALINATO@SEATTLE.GOV

f. Auditor contact E-mail
EHLINGERC@SAOQ.WA.GOV

g. AUDITEE CERTIFICATION STATEMENT - This is to
certify that, to the best of my knowledge and belief, the audites
has: (1) engaged an auditor to perform an audit in accordance
with the provisions of OMB Circular A-133 for the period
described in Part |, ltems 1 and 3; (2) the auditor has completed
such audit and presented a signed audit report which states that
the audit was conducted in accordance with the provisions of the
Circular; and, (3) the information included in Parts 1, II, and 111
of this data collection form is accurate and complete. | declare
that the foregoing is true and correct,

| Signature of certifying official Da:j?h 5 Yan
Py - : 3 i r
/J/» &éw /—é’/*"g"’—r*j: N&?

7 A3 2008
Printed Name of certifying official
Ve C7e il 2 (:-:'4 (o ndA TE

9. AUDITOR STATEMENT - The data elements and
information included in this form are limited to those prescribed
by OMB Circular A-133. The information included in Parts Il and
Il of the form, except for Part lll, ltems 7, 8, and 9a-f, was
transferred from the auditor's repori(s) for the period describad
in Part |, ltems 1 and 3, and is not a substitute for such
reperts. The auditor has not performed any auditing procedures
since the date of the auditor's repori(s). A copy of the reporting
package required by OMB Circular A-133, which includes the
complete auditor's report(s), is available in its entirety from the
auditee at the address provided in Part | of this form, As
required by OMB Circular A-133, the information in Parts i
and 11 of this form was entered in this form by the auditor
based on information included in the reporting package. The
auditor has not performed any additional auditing procedures in
connection with the completion of this farm.

Printed Titte of certifying official
\ Aldo o otrd ¢ SERVICES D0l

| Sigpdture of auditor (/1 Date
{ /,I/j\ 3 Month  Day  Year,

AN
L)

W





]

_L6i0|0‘1 2 |7 ‘5‘

INTERNET REPORT ID: 291392 VERSION: 1 E | C or6r2008 Frimary EIN: ‘9 1]

“(/.[:h4i | FINANCIAL STATEMENTS (To be completed by auditor)

1. Type of audit report
Mark either: 1 X Unqualified opinion OR
any combination of: 2 [] Qualified opinion & [J Adverse opinion 4[] Disclaimer of opinion

2. Is a "going concern” explanatory paragraph included in the audit report? 10Yes 2XINo
3. Is a reportable sondition disclosed? : 1XlYes 2[JNo- SKIPto tem 5
‘4. Is any reportable condition reported as a material weakness? "1 ves 2XINo
5. Is a material noncompliance disclosed? - e Ves s XINo
FARE I FEDERAL PROGRAMS (To be completed by auditor)
1. Does the auditor's report include a statement that the auditee's financial
statements include departments, agencies, or other organizational units
expending 500,000 or more in Federal awards that have separate A-133
audits which are not included in this audit? (AICPA Audit Guide, Chapter 12) 1 ves 2 [XINo
. e |
2. What is the dollar threshoid to distinguish Type A and Type B programs? @
(OMB Circular A-133 §___.520(b)) & 2814014
3. Did the auditee qualify as a low-risk auditee? (§__ .530) 1XlYes 2 JNo
4. Is a reportable condition disclosed for any major program? (§ ___ .510(a)(1)) 1X]Yes 2[00 No —SKIP to Item 6
5. ls any reportable condition reported as a material weakness? (§ ___.510(a)(1)) 1[JYes 2XINo
6. Are any known questioned costs reported? (§ __ .510(a)(3) or (4)) 10Yes 2XINo
7. Were Prior Audit Findings related to direct funding shown in the Summary Schedule of
Prior Audit Findings? (§___.315(b)) ' 1XYes 2[JNo

8. Indicate which Federal agency(ies) have current year audit findings related to direct funding or prior

98 [ ] U.S. Agency for Inter- 83 ] Federal Emergency a3 ] National Aeronautics and
national Development Management Agency Space Administration

10 [J Agriculture 33 L] General Services Administration 83 (] National Archives and

23(_] Appalachian Ragional 93 (] Health and Human Services Records Administration
Commission o7 [0 Homeland Security s [] mgﬁgﬂgl Endowment for

11 [J Commerce 14 [] Housing and Urban :

94 (] Corporation for National Development 06 L] National Endowment for

and Community Service  og (] Institute of Museum and themeiiles

5617 Bétihee Library Services 470 gatiogatllsr::ience
i o
84 (] Education 15 (] Interior S T
. 07 (] Office of National Drug
81 [} Energy 8 L Justice Control Policy
6 L] Envircnmental 17 L] Labor 59 (] Small Business
Protection Agency 09 [J Legal Services Corporation Administration

Each agency identified is required to receive a capy of the reporting package.

In addition, one copy each of the reporting package is required for:

Count total number of boxes marked above and submit this number of reporting packages

S

audit findings shown

in the Summary Schedule of Prior Audit Findings related to direct funding. (Mark (X) alf that apply or None)

96 ] Social Security
Administration

19 [J U.S. Department
of State

20 [X] Transportation
21 ] Treasury

82 [] United States
Information Agency

64 [ ] Veterans Affairs
o0 L] None
O Other - Specify:

Page 2
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Gregory J. Nickels

.\1Ll_\'\]i' of Seattle

June 5, 2009

U.S. Department of Energy

National Energy Technology Laboratory
3610 Collins Ferry Rd.

Morgantown, WV 26505

Re: Designated Authority to Apply for Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant
To DOE Grant Administrator:

The City of Seattle is an eligible unit of local government under Title V, Subtitle E, Energy
Efficiency and Conservation Block Grants, Sections 541(3)(A) or 541(3)(B) of EISA 2007,
Public Law 110-140, and will be applying for the program in response to the Department of
Energy’s Funding Opportunity DE-FOA-0000013.

As Mayor of the City of Seattle, and in consultation with my Office of Sustainability and
Environment, I designate the City of Scattle’s Department of Finance as the unit of local
government to apply for Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant funding on
behalf of the City of Seattle.

If you have any questions or need additional information, please contact Calvin Chow with
the Department of Finance at (206) 684-4652, or calvin.chow@seattle.gov.

Sincerely, \

Seattle City Hall, 7th Floor, 600 Fourth Avenue, P.O. Box 94749, Seattle, WA 98124-4749
Tel (206) 684-4000 = TDD (206) 615-0476 * Fax (206) 684-5360 * www.scattle.gov/mayor

An equal employment opportunity, affirmative action employer, Accommodations for people with disabilities provided upon request.
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ENVIRONMENTAL QUESTIONNAIRE

I BACKGROUND

The Department of Energy (DOE) National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) Implementing Procedures (10 CFR 1021)
require careful consideration of the potential environmental consequences of all proposed actions during the early planning
stages of a project or activity. DOE must determine at the earliest possible time whether such actions will require either an
Environmental Assessment or an Environmental Impact Statement, or whether they qualify for a Categorical Exclusion. To
comply with these requirements, an Environmental Questionnaire must be completed for each proposed action to provide
DOE with the information necessary to determine the appropriate level of NEPA review.

IL INSTRUCTIONS

Separate copies of the Environmental Questionnaire should be completed by the principal proposer and appropriate
proposer’s subcontractor. In addition, if the proposed project includes activities at different locations, an independent
questionnaire should be prepared for each location. Supporting information can be provided as attachments.

In completing this Questionnaire, the proposer is requested to provide specific information and quantities, when applicable,
regarding air emissions, wastewater discharges, solid wastes, etc., to facilitate the necessary review. The proposer should
identify the location of the project and specifically describe the activities that would occur at that location. In addition, the
proposer will be required to submit an official copy of the project’s statement of work (SOW) or statement of project
objective (SOPO) that will be used in the contract/agreement between the proposer and DOE.

III. QUESTIONNAIRE

A. PROJECT SUMMARY

1. Solicitation/Project Number: DE-FOA-0000013 (Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant)

2, Proposer: City of Seattle, Office of Sustainability and Environment
3 Principal Investigator: Amanda Eichel
Telephone Number: 206-684-3214
4. Project Title: Residential Energy Efficiency Loan Program
5. Duration: On-going

6. Location(s) of Performance (City/Township, County, State): City of Seattle

King County
Washington State

7. Identify and select checkbox with the predominant project work activities under Group A-7b or A-7c.

Group A-7b

X Work or project activities does NOT involve new building/facilities construction and site preparation activities. This
work typically involves routine operation, modification, and retrofit of existing utility and transportation infrastructure,
laboratories, commercial buildings/properties, offices and homes, test facilities, factories/power plants, vehicles test
stands and components, refueling facilities, greenspace infrastructure, or other existing facilities.
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Group A-Tc

[]  Work or project activities typically involves major building or facility construction, site preparation; the installation,
replacement, or major modifications of energy system prototypes and infrastructure, access right-of-ways and roads;
utility, greenspace, and transportation infrastructure, vehicle test facilities; commercial buildings/properties, fuel
refinery/mixing facilities, factories/power plants; and other types of energy efficiency/conservation related systems,
structures, and facilities. This work can require new or modified regulatory permits, environmental sampling and
monitoring requirements, master planning, public involvement, and environmental impact review.

[]  Other types of work or project activities not listed. (please describe):

8. Summarize the objectives of the proposed work. List activities planned at the location as covered by this
Environmental Questionnaire.
This program will provide loans for weatherization and energy-efficiency improvements in single-family residencess.
Examples of activities that residents may pursue with loan funds include: insulation, weather striping, lighting
upgrades, furnace and hot-water heater upgrades, appliance upgrades, and other energy efficiency improvments.

9, List all other locations where proposed work or project would be performed by project’s proposer and
subcontractors.
Specific project locactions will be self-selected by participants taking out loans. Individual projects will affect
individual single-family houses. Individual projects would not trigger environmental review under Washington
SEPA.

10.  Identify major project operation related materials and waste that would be used, consumed, and produced by this
project or activity.
Weatherization and retrofit activities may require building construction materials, appliances, and fixtures depending
on the specific project. Minimal waste is anticipated.

11.  Provide a brief description of the project location (physical location, surrounding area, adjacent structures).
Specific project locactions will be self-selected by participants.

12.  Attach a site plan or topographic map of the project work area.
Specific project locactions will be self-selected by participants.
B. ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS
This section is designed to obtain information for objectively assessing the environmental impacts of a proposed project.
NEPA procedures require evaluations of possible effects (including land use, energy resource use, natural, historic and

cultural resources, and pollutants) from proposed projects on the environment.

1. Land Use

a. Characterize present land use where the proposed project would be located.
X] Urban ] Industrial [ Commercial [0 Agricultural
[J Suburban [J Rural [X] Residential [] Research Facilities
[] Forest ] University Campus [J Other

b. Describe how land use would be affected by planned construction and project activities.

D4 No construction would be anticipated for this project.

c. Describe any plans to reclaim/replant areas that would be affected by the proposed project.
[X] No land areas would be affected.
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d. Would the proposed project affect any unique or unusual landforms (e.g., cliffs, waterfalls, etc.)?
B No [l Yes (describe)

e. Would the proposed project be located in or near a national park or wilderness area?
X No [ Yes (describe)

If praject work activities falls under item A-7b; then proceed directly to question B.6 (Atmospheric
Conditions/Air Quality) and continue to fill out questionnaire.

If project work falls under item A-7c; then proceed directly below to question B.2 (Construction Activities and/or
Operations) and continue to fill out questionnaire.

2. Construction Activities and/or Operations
a. Identify any roads, trails, or utility right of ways that traverse the proposed site or will be constructed and clearly mark
them on project site maps.
[J None
b. Would the proposed project require the construction of settling ponds?
] No [l Yes (describe and identify location, and estimate surface area disturbed)
G Would the proposed project affect any existing body of water?
[ No [J Yes (describe)
d. Would the proposed project be located in or impact a floodplain or wetland?
] No [l Yes (describe)
e. Would the proposed project be likely to cause runoff/sedimentation/erosion?
[J No [] Yes (describe)

3. Vegetation and Wildlife Resources

a. Identify any State- or Federal-listed endangered or threatened plant or animal species affected by the proposed project.
[] None

b. Would any foreign substances/materials be introduced into ground or surface waters, or other earth/geologic resource
because of project activities? Would these foreign substances/materials affect the water, soil, and geologic resources?
[0 No [0 Yes (describe)

c Would any migratory animal corridors be impacted or disrupted by the proposed project?

0 No [ Yes (describe)

4. Socioeconomic and Infrastructure Conditions.

a. Would local socio-economic changes result from the proposed project?
[J Neo [ Yes (describe)

b. Would the proposed project generate increased traffic use of roads through local neighborhoods, urban or rural areas.?
[ No [[] Yes (describe)

c. Would the proposed project require new transportation access (roads, rail, etc.)? Describe location, impacts, costs.
[0 No [J Yes (describe)

d. Would any new transmission lines and/or power line right-of-ways be required?
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] No [] Yes (describe location, voltage, and length of line)

Historical/Cultural Resources

Describe any historical, archeological, or cultural sites in the vicinity of the proposed project; note any sites included
on the National Register of Historic Places.
[] None

Would construction or operational activities planned under the proposed project disturb any historical, archeological,
or cultural sites?

[ No planned construction [J No historic sites [ Yes (describe)

Would the proposed project interfere with visual resources (e.g., eliminate scenic views) or alter the present
landscape?
[] No [0 Yes (describe)

For all proposed project work activities identified under item A-7b, respond to item B6 directly below and
continue filling out environmental questionnaire.

Atmospheric Conditions/Air Quality

Identify air quality conditions in the immediate vicinity of the proposed project with regard to attainment of National
Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS). This information is available under the NAAQS tables from the U.S. EPA
Air and Radiation Division.

Attainment Non-Attainment
0, X O
SO, X O
PM;, X ]
co O
NO, X O
Lead X |

Would proposed project require issuance of new or modified major source air quality permits?
X No [J Yes (describe)

Would the proposed project be in compliance with the National Emissions Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants?
[ No (explain) X Yes

Would the proposed project be classified as either a New Source or a major modification to an existing source?

¥ No [] Yes (describe)

Would the proposed project be in compliance with the New Source Performance Standards?
[XI Not Applicable [] No (explain) [0 Yes

Would the proposed project be subject to prevention of significant deterioration air quality review?
X Not applicable [ No (explain) [ Yes (describe)

What types of air emissions, including fugitive emissions, would be anticipated from the proposed project?
None

Would any types of emission control or particulate collection devices be used?
X No [ Yes (describe, including collection efficiencies)
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If no control devices are used, how would emissions be vented?
No emission events are anticipated.

Hydrologic Conditions/Water Quality

What is the closest body of water to the proposed project area and what is its distance from the project site?

Water bodies withing or adjoinging the City of Seattle include the Puget Sound, Lake Washington, Lake Union and
other small lakes rivers and creeks. Individual buildings will be self-selected by participants. Distance from water
will vary from 1-5 miles.

What sources would supply potable and process water for the proposed project?
City of Seattle water system

Quantify the daily or annual amount of wastewater that would be generated by the proposed project.
none

Identify the local treatment facility that would receive wastewater from the proposed project.
No discharges to local treatment facility

Describe how wastewater would be collected and treated.
none will be produced

Would any run-off or leachates be produced from storage piles or waste disposal sites?
X No [J Yes (describe source)

Would project require issuance of new or modified water permits to perform project work or site development?
X No [J Yes (describe) '

Where would wastewater effluents from the proposed project be discharged?
[X] No wastewater produced

Would the proposed project be permitted to discharge effluents into an existing body of water?
X No [0 Yes (describe water use and effluent impact)

Would a new or modified National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) permit be required?
X No [0 Yes (describe)

Would the proposed project adversely affect the quality or movement of groundwater?
X No [] Yes (describe)

Solid and Hazardous Wastes

Describe and estimate major nonhazardous solid wastes that would be generated from the project. Solid wastes are
defined as any solid, liquid, semi-solid, or contained gaseous material that is discarded or has served its intended
purpose, or is a manufacturing or mining by-product (40 CFR 260, Appendix I).

Minimal waste may be genergated depending upon the types of retrofits undertaken by individual projects. Some
loans may finance replacement of furnace or other home heating systems. Discarded furnaces will need to be disposed
of. In many cases, some components may be recyclable.

Would project require issuance of new or modified solid waste and/or hazardous waste related permits to perform
project work activities?

B No [0 Yes (explain)

How and where would solid waste disposal be accomplished?
[] On-site (identify and describe location)
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[X] Off-site (identify location and describe facility and treatment) Waste disposal will depend on the individual
project. Contractors providing the retrofits may contract specific
waste removal services or use municipal garbage collection,
depending on the scope and scale of the efficiency project.

d. How would wastes for disposal be transported?
Minimal waste generated. Waste will likely be transported occur through contracted dumpster service or municipal
garbage service.

e. Describe and estimate the quantity of hazardous wastes (40 CFR 261.31) that would be generated, used, or stored
under this project. :

<] None

f. How would hazardous or toxic waste be collected and storecl‘?
X None used or produced

g. If hazardous wastes would require off-site disposal, have arrangements been made with a certified TSD (Treatment,
Storage, and Disposal) facility?
DA Notrequired [] Arrangements not yet made [] Arrangements made with a certified TSD facility

(identify):

L 65 DESCRIBE ANY ISSUES THAT WOULD GENERATE PUBLIC CONTROVERSY REGARDING THE
PROPOSED PROJECT.
XI None

IV. CERTIFICATION BY PROPOSER

I hereby certify that the information provided herein is current, accurate, and complete as of the date shown immediately
below.

SIGNATURE: ;(f M} é’” DATE: 6 /15 / 2009

month  day year

TYPED NAME: Mlchael Mann

TITLE: Director

ORGANIZATION: City of Seattle, Office of Sustainabiltiy and Environment

V. REVIEW AND APPROVAL BY DOE

I hereby certify that I have reviewed the information provided in this questionnaire, have determined that all questions have been
appropriately answered, and judge the responses to be consistent with the efforts proposed.

PROJECT MANAGER:

SIGNATURE: DATE: __/__ /
month  day year

TYPED NAME:
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ENVIRONMENTAL QUESTIONNAIRE

L. BACKGROUND

The Department of Energy (DOE) National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) Implementing Procedures (10 CFR 1021)
require careful consideration of the potential environmental consequences of all proposed actions during the early planning
stages of a project or activity. DOE must determine at the earliest possible time whether such actions will require either an
Environmental Assessment or an Environmental [mpact Statement, or whether they qualify for a Categorical Exclusion. To
comply with these requirements, an Environmental Questionnaire must be completed for each proposed action to provide
DOE with the information necessary to determine the appropriate level of NEPA review.

IL INSTRUCTIONS

Separate copies of the Environmental Questionnaire should be completed by the principal proposer and appropriate
proposer’s subcontractor. In addition, if the proposed project includes activities at different locations, an independent
questionnaire should be prepared for each location. Supporting information can be provided as attachments.

In completing this Questionnaire, the proposer is requested to provide specific information and quantities, when applicable,
regarding air emissions, wastewater discharges, solid wastes, etc., to facilitate the necessary review. The proposer should
identify the location of the project and specifically describe the activities that would oceur at that location. In addition, the
proposer will be required to submit an ofticial copy of the project’s statement of work (SOW) or statement of project
objective (SOPO) that will be used in the contract/agreement between the proposer and DOE.

1. QUESTIONNAIRE

A. PROJECT SUMMARY

1. Solicitation/Project Number: DE-FOA-0000013 (Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant)

2, Proposer: City of Seattle, Office of Housing
3. Principal Investigator: John Flynn
Telephone Number: 206-684-0354
4, Project Title: HomeWise Weatherization - Building Retrofits
5 Duration: 2 years

6. Location(s) of Performance (City/Township, County, State): City of Seattle

King County

Washington State

7. Identify and select checkbox with the predominant project work activities under Group A-7b or A-7c.

Group A-7b

[X]  Work or project activities does NOT involve new building/facilities construction and site preparation activities. This
work typically involves routine operation, modification, and retrofit of existing utility and transportation infrastructure,
laboratories, commercial buildings/properties, offices and homes, test facilities, factories/power plants, vehicles test
stands and components, refueling facilities, greenspace infrastructure, or other existing facilities.
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Group A-7c

[[]  Work or project activities typically involves major building or facility construction, site preparation; the installation,
replacement, or major modifications of energy system prototypes and infrastructure, access right-of-ways and roads;
utility, greenspace, and transportation infrastructure, vehicle test facilities; commercial buildings/properties, fuel
refinery/mixing facilities, factories/power plants; and other types of energy efficiency/conservation related systems,
structures, and facilities. This work can require new or modified regulatory permits, environmental sampling and
monitoring requirements, master planning, public involvement, and environmental impact review.

[  Other types of work or project activities not listed. (please describe):

8. Summarize the objectives of the proposed work. List activities planned at the location as covered by this
Environmental Questionnaire.
This program will fund weatherization and energy-efficiency improvements in low-income, multi-family buildings.
Examples of activities covered by this program include: energy audits, blower testing, insulation, lighting fixture
upgrades, HVAC upgrades, and other energy efficiency improvments.

9. List all other locations where proposed work or project would be performed by project’s proposer and
subcontractors.
Specific project locactions will be determined later. Each project location will be evaluated for SEPA/NEPA
impacts. '

10.  Identify major project operation related materials and waste that would be used, consumed, and produced by this
project or activity.
Weatherization activities may require building construction materials, HVAC equipment, appliances, and fixtures
depending on the specific project. Minimal waste is anticipated.

11.  Provide a brief description of the project location (physical location, surrounding area, adjacent structures).
Specific project locactions will be determined later. Each project location will be evaluated for SEPA/NEPA
impacts.

12, Attach a site plan or topographic map of the project work area.
Specific project locactions will be determined later. Each project location will be evaluated for SEPA/NEPA
impacts.

B. ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

This section is designed to obtain information for objectively assessing the environmental impacts of a proposed project.
NEPA procedures require evaluations of possible effects (including land use, energy resource use, natural, historic and
cultural resources, and pollutants) from proposed projects on the environment.

1. Land Use

a. Characterize present land use where the proposed project would be located.
P4 Urban [0 Industrial [] Commercial [ Agricultural
[] Suburban [J Rural [X] Residential [ Research Facilities
[] Forest [C] University Campus (] Other

b. Describe how land use would be affected by planned construction and project activities.

[ No construction would be anticipated for this project.

c. Describe any plans to reclaim/replant areas that would be affected by the proposed project.
No land areas would be affected.
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Would the proposed project affect any unique or unusual landforms (e.g., cliffs, waterfalls, etc.)?
B No [] Yes (describe)

Would the proposed project be located in or near a national park or wilderness area?
4 No [] Yes (describe)

If project work activities falls under item A-7b; then proceed directly to question B.6 (Atmospheric
Conditions/Air Quality) and continue to fill out questionnaire.

If project work falls under item A-7¢; then proceed directly below to question B.2 (Construction Activities and/or
Operations) and continue to fill out questionnaire.

Construction Activities and/or Operations

Identify any roads, trails, or utility right of ways that traverse the proposed site or will be constructed and clearly mark
them on project site maps.
] None

Would the proposed project require the construction of settling ponds?
] No [] Yes (describe and identify location, and estimate surface area disturbed)

Would the proposed project affect any existing body of water?
] No ] Yes (describe)

Would the proposed project be located in or impact a floodplain or wetland?
[] No [] Yes (describe)

Would the proposed project be likely to cause runoff/sedimentation/erosion?
[] No [l Yes (describe)
Vegetation and Wildlife Resources

Identify any State- or Federal-listed endangered or threatened plant or animal species affected by the proposed project.
[] None

Would any foreign substances/materials be introduced into ground or surface waters, or other earth/geologic resource
because of project activities? Would these foreign substances/materials affect the water, soil, and geologic resources?
[l No [] Yes (describe)

Would any migratory animal corridors be impacted or disrupted by the proposed project?
[J No [ Yes (describe)

. Socioeconomic and Infrastructure Conditions.

Would local socio-economic changes result from the proposed project?
[ No [] Yes (describe)

Would the proposed project generate increased traffic use of roads through local neighborhoods, urban or rural areas.?
[ No [0 Yes (describe)

Would the proposed project require new transportation access (roads, rail, etc.)? Describe location, impacts, costs.
[ No [] Yes (describe)
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Would any new transmission lines and/or power line right-of-ways be required?
] No [] Yes (describe location, voltage, and length of line)

Historical/Cultural Resources

Describe any historical, archeological, or cultural sites in the vicinity of the proposed project; note any sites included
on the National Register of Historic Places.
[[] None

Would construction or operational activities planned under the proposed project disturb any historical, archeological,
or cultural sites?
[] No planned construction [] No historic sites [0 Yes (describe)

Would the proposed project interfere with visual resources (e.g., eliminate scenic views) or alter the present
landscape?
[] No [J Yes (describe)

For all proposed project work activities identified under item A-7b, respond to item B6 directly below and
continue filling out environmental questionnaire.

Atmospherie Conditions/Air Quality

Identify air quality conditions in the immediate vicinity of the proposed project with regard to attainment of National
Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS). This information is available under the NAAQS tables from the U.S. EPA
Air and Radiation Division.

Attainment Non-Attainment
0; X ]
SO, X [
PM,, X [l
co X ]
NO, X O
Lead @ ]

Would proposed project require issuance of new or modified major source air quality permits?
X No [] Yes (describe)

Would the proposed project be in compliance with the National Emissions Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants?
[] No (explain) X Yes

Would the proposed project be classified as either a New Source or a major modification to an existing source?
] No [ Yes (describe)

Would the proposed project be in compliance with the New Source Performance Standards?
(] Not Applicable [] No (explain) [] Yes

Would the proposed project be subject to prevention of significant deterioration air quality review?
B4 Not applicable [C] No (explain) [] Yes (describe)

What types of air emissions, including fugitive emissions, would be anticipated from the proposed project?
None

Would any types of emission control or particulate collection devices be used?
[] No [] Yes (describe, including collection efficiencies)
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If no control devices are used, how would emissions be vented?

Hydrologic Conditions/Water Quality

What is the closest body of water to the proposed project area and what is its distance from the project site?
Lake Washington and Puget Sound. Individual buildings will be selected later. Distance from water will vary from 1-
5 miles.

What sources would supply potable and process water for the proposed project?
City of Seattle water system

Quantify the daily or annual amount of wastewater that would be generated by the proposed project.
none

Identity the local treatment facility that would receive wastewater from the proposed project.
X No discharges to local treatment facility

Describe how wastewater would be collected and treated.
none will be produced

Would any run-off or leachates be produced from storage piles or waste disposal sites?
] No [ Yes (describe source)

Would project require issuance of new or modified water permits to perform project work or site development?
X No [] Yes (describe)

Where would wastewater effluents from the proposed project be discharged?
X No wastewater produced

Would the proposed project be permitted to discharge effluents into an existing body of water?
Xl No [] Yes (describe water use and effluent impact)

Would a new or moditied National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) permit be required?
X] No [1 Yes (describe)

Would the proposed project adversely affect the quality or movement of groundwater?
No []  Yes (describe)

Solid and Hazardous Wastes

Describe and estimate major nonhazardous solid wastes that would be generated from the project. Solid wastes are
defined as any solid, liquid, semi-solid, or contained gaseous material that is discarded or has served its intended
purpose, or is a manufacturing or mining by-product (40 CFR 260, Appendix I). None

Would project require issuance of new or modified solid waste and/or hazardous waste related permits to perform
project work activities?
X1 No (] Yes (explain)

How and where would solid waste disposal be accomplished?
B On-site (identify and describe location) Local garbage disposal service. Minimal waste generated
[[] Off-site (identify location and describe facility and treatment)

How would wastes for disposal be transported?
Minimal waste generated. Disposal will occur through municiapl garbage service.
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e. Describe and estimate the guantity of hazardous wastes (40 CFR 261.31) that would be generated. used. or stored
under this project.
X1 None

f. How would hazardous or toxic waste be collected and stored?
[X] None used or produced

g. If hazardous wastes would require off-site disposal, have arrangements been made with a certified TSD (Treatment,
Storage, and Disposal) facility?
X Notrequired [] Arrangements not yetmade [] Arrangements made with a certified TSD facility
(identify):

C. DESCRIBE ANY ISSUES THAT WOULD GENERATE PUBLIC CONTROVERSY REGARDING THE
PROPOSED PROJECT.
[X None

IV. CERTIFICATION BY PROPOSER

] hereby certify that the information provided herein is current, accurate, and complete as of the date shown immediately
below. ;

P
SIGNATURE: Y ANy S DATE: 6 /6 / 2009

month  day year
TYPED NAME: Adrienne Quinn

TITLE: Director

ORGANIZATION: Seattle Office of Housing

V. REVIEW AND APPROVAL BY DOE

I hereby certify that I have reviewed the information provided in this questionnaire, have determined that all questions have been
appropriately answered, and judge the responses to be consistent with the efforts proposed.

PROJECT MANAGER:

SIGNATURE: DATE: __ /__ /
month  day year

TYPED NAME:
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U.S. DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

ENVIRONMENTAL QUESTIONNAIRE

L BACKGROUND

The Department of Energy (DOE) National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) Implementing Procedures (10 CFR 1021)
require careful consideration of the potential environmental consequences of all proposed actions during the early planning
stages of a project or activity. DOE must determine at the earliest possible time whether such actions will require either an
Environmental Assessment or an Environmental Impact Statement, or whether they qualify for a Categorical Exclusion. To
comply with these requirements, an Environmental Questionnaire must be completed for each proposed action to provide
DOE with the information necessary to determine the appropriate level of NEPA review.

IL INSTRUCTIONS

Separate copies of the Environmental Questionnaire should be completed by the principal proposer and appropriate
proposer’s subcontractor. In addition, if the proposed project includes activities at different locations, an independent
questionnaire should be prepared for each location. Supporting information can be provided as attachments.

In completing this Questionnaire, the proposer is requested to provide specific information and quantities, when applicable,
regarding air emissions, wastewater discharges, solid wastes, etc., to facilitate the necessary review. The proposer should
identify the location of the project and specifically describe the activities that would occur at that location. In addition, the
proposer will be required to submit an official copy of the project’s statement of work (SOW) or statement of project
objective (SOPO) that will be used in the contract/agreement between the proposer and DOE.

1. QUESTIONNAIRE

A. PROJECT SUMMARY

1. Solicitation/Project Number:  DE-FOA-0000013

2. Proposer: King County Department of Transportation - Metro Transit Division
3. Principal Investigator: David Hull
Telephone Number: (206) 263-4734
4. Project Title: Metro Transit Route 36 Overhead Wire
5. Duration: 18 Months
6. Location(s) of Performance (City/Township, County, State): Seattle
King
Washington
7. Identify and select checkbox with thé predominant project work activities under Group A-7b or A-7c.
Group A-7b

3 Work or project activities does NOT involve new building/facilities construction and site preparation activities. This
work typically involves routine operation, modification, and retrofit of existing utility and transportation infrastructure,
laboratories, commercial buildings/properties, offices and homes, test facilities, factories/power plants, vehicles test
stands and components, refueling facilities, greenspace infrastructure, or other existing facilities.
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Group A-T¢

] Work or project activities typically involves major building or facility construction, site preparation; the installation,
replacement, or major modifications of energy system prototypes and infrastructure, access right-of-ways and roads;
utility, greenspace, and transportation infrastructure, vehicle test facilities; commercial buildings/properties, fuel
refinery/mixing facilities, factories/power plants; and other types of energy efficiency/conservation related systems,
structures, and facilities. This work can require new or modified regulatory permits, environmental sampling and
monitoring requirements, master planning, public involvement, and environmental impact review.

O Other types of work or project activities not listed. (please describe):

8. Summarize the objectives of the proposed work. List activities planned at the location as covered by this
Environmental Questionnaire. In partnership with the City of Seattle, this project will construct overhead wire to
provide layover on Virginia Street between Fifth and Westlake to accommodate three trolley buses. The project
enables King County Metro to operate Route 36 as a 100 percent electric trolley bus route improving the on-time
performance of one of the more heavily used Metro routes (9,300 daily riders) and eliminate emissions that diesel
buses currently operating on that route produce.

9. List all other locations where proposed work or project would be performed by project’s proposer and
subcontractors. Non-applicable

10.  Identify major project operation related materials and waste that would be used, consumed, and produced by this
project or activity.

11. Provide a brief description of the project location (physical location, surrouﬁding area, adjacent structures). This

project will occur in a heavily urbanized area of downtown Seattle's commercial core on Virginia Street between Fifth and
Westlake Avenes on an existing transit. route.

12.  Attach a site plan or topographic map of the project work area.

B. ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

This section is designed to obtain information for objectively assessing the environmental impacts of a proposed project.
NEPA procedures require evaluations of possible effects (including land use, energy resource use, natural, historic and
cultural resources, and pollutants) from proposed projects on the environment.

1. Land Use

a. Characterize present land use where the proposed project would be located.
Xl Urban 1 Industrial X Commercial [[] Agricultural
[ Suburban [0 Rural [ Residential [T Research Facilities
[Od Forest [ University Campus [1 Other

b. Describe how land use would be affected by planned construction and project activities.

[0 No construction would be anticipated for this project.
No change in the existing land use would result as this project is on an existing transit route.

c. Describe any plans to reclaim/replant areas that would be affected by the proposed project.
X No land areas would be affected.

d. Would the proposed project affect any unique or unusual landforms (e.g., cliffs, waterfalls, etc.)?
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X No [0 Yes (describe)
e. Would the proposed project be located in or near a national park or wilderness arca?
X No [ Yes (describe)

If project work activities falls under item A-7b; then proceed directly to question B.6 (Atmospheric
Conditions/Air Quality) and continue to fill out questionnaire.

If project work falls under item A-7c; then proceed directly below to question B.2 (Construction Activities and/or
Operations) and continue to fill out questionnaire.

2. Construction Activities and/or Operations
a. Identify any roads, trails, or utility right of ways that traverse the proposed site or will be constructed and clearly mark
them on project site maps.
[ None
b. Would the proposed project require the construction of settling ponds?
1 ~No [l Yes (describe and identify location, and estimate surface area disturbed)
c. Would the proposed project affect any existing body of water?
[ No [ Yes (describe)
d. Would the proposed project be located in or impact a floodplain or wetland?
[ No [J Yes (describe)
e. Would the proposed project be likely to cause runoff/sedimentation/erosion?
] No [ Yes (describe)

3. Vegetation and Wildlife Resources

a. Identify any State- or Federal-listed endangered or threatened plant or animal species affected by the proposed project.
[J None

b. Would any foreign substances/materials be introduced into ground or surface waters, or other earth/geologic resource
because of project activities? Would these foreign substances/materials affect the water, soil, and geologic resources?
0 No [0 Yes (describe)

c. Would any migratory animal corridors be impacted or disrupted by the proposed project?

[J No [0 Yes (describe)

4. Socioeconomic and Infrastructure Conditions.

a. Would local socio-economic changes result from the proposed project?
[0 No [l Yes (describe)

b. Would the proposed project generate increased traffic use of roads through local neighborhoods, urban or rural areas.?
[[] No [0 Yes (describe) '

c. Would the proposed project require new transportation access (roads, rail, etc.)? Describe location, impacts, costs.
] No [0 Yes (describe)

d. Would any new transmission lines and/or power line right-of-ways be required?

[1 No [0 Yes (describe location, voltage, and length of line)
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Historical/Cultural Resources

Describe any historical, archeological, or cultural sites in the vicinity of the proposed project; note any sites included
on the National Register of Historic Places.
[] None

Would construction or operational activities planned under the proposed project disturb any historical, archeological,
or cultural sites?
[0 No planned construction ] No historic sites 0 Yes (describe)

Would the proposed project interfere with visual resources (e.g., eliminate scenic views) or alter the present

landscape?
1 No O Yes (describe)

For all proposed project work activities identified under item A-7b, respond to item B6 directly below and
continue filling out environmental questionnaire.

Atmospheric Conditions/Air Quality

Identify air quality conditions in the immediate vicinity of the proposed project with regard to attainment of National
Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS). This information is available under the NAAQS tables from the U.S. EPA
Air and Radiation Division.

Attainment Non-Attainment
0; X O
SO, D O
PM,, X O
CcO X 1
NO, X O
Lead X O

Would proposed project require issuance of new or modified major source air quality permits?
X No [0 Yes (describe)

Would the proposed project be in compliance with the National Emissions Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants?
[J No (explain) X Yes

Would the proposed project be classified as either a New Source or a major modification to an existing source?
No [ Yes (describe)
Would the proposed project be in compliance with the New Source Performance Standards?

X Not Applicable [1 No (explain) [ Yes

Would the proposed project be subject to prevention of significant deterioration air quality review?
XI Not applicable [l No (explain) [ Yes (describe)

What types of air emissions, including fugitive emissions, would be anticipated from the proposed project?
By facilitating conversion of diesel busses to electric trolleys, this project would reduce diesel exhaust emissions.

Would any types of emission control or particulate collection devices be used?
X No [ Yes (describe, including collection efficiencies)

If no control devices are used, how would emissions be vented?
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Hydrologic Conditions/Water Quality

What is the closest body of water to the proposed project area and what is its distance from the project site?
The southwest corner of the project site is approximately 2,300 feet from the shore of Elliott Bay.

What sources would supply potable and process water for the proposed project?
Non-applicable

Quantify the daily or annual amount of wastewater that would be generated by the proposed project.
Non-applicable

Identify the local treatment facility that would receive wastewater from the proposed project.
[ No discharges to local treatment facility

Describe how wastewater would be collected and treated.
Non-applicable

Would any run-off or leachates be produced from storage piles or waste disposal sites?
X No [ Yes (describe source)

Would project require issuance of new or modified water permits to perform project work or site development?
0 No O Yes (describe)

Where would wastewater effluents from the proposed project be discharged?
B No wastewater produced

Would the proposed project be permitted to discharge effluents into an existing body of water?
1 No ] Yes (describe water use and effluent impact) Non-applicable

Would a new or modified National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) permit be required?
X No [0 Yes (describe) :

Would the proposed project adversely affect the quality or movement of groundwéter?
O No ] Yes (describe)

Solid and Hazardous Wastes

Describe and estimate major nonhazardous solid wastes that would be generated from the project. Solid wastes are
defined as any solid, liquid, semi-solid, or contained gascous material that is discarded or has served its intended
purpose, or is a manufacturing or mining by-product (40 CFR 260, Appendix I). Non-applicable

Would project require issuance of new or modified solid waste and/or hazardous waste related permits to perform

project work activities?
X No [0 Yes (explain)

How and where would solid waste disposal be accomplished?

1 On-site (identify and describe location)

K Off-site (identify location and describe facility and treatment) Any waste generated will likely be limited to very
small quantities of construction and demolition debris that will be
disposed of and removed by Metro's waste disposal contractors.

How would wastes for disposal be transported?
Any solid waste generated will be removed from the project site by Metro's installation crews.
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€. Describe and estimate the quantity of hazardous wastes (40 CFR 261.3 1) that would be generated, used, or stored
under this project.
X None

f. How would hazardous or toxic waste be collected and stored?

IXI None used or produced

g. If hazardous wastes would require off-site disposal, have arrangements been made with a certified TSD (Treatment,
Storage, and Disposal) facility?
I} Notrequired [] Arrangements not yet made [0 Arrangements made with a certified TSD facility
(identify):

C. DESCRIBE ANY ISSUES THAT WOULD GENERATE PUBLIC CONTROVERSY REGARDING THE
PROPOSED PROJECT.
X None

IV. CERTIFICATION BY PROPOSER

I hereby certify that the information provided herein is current, accurate, and complete as of the date shown immediately
below.

i S ° j / /
SIGNATURE: f f‘,uju\gfé%(/ LJ“Z DATE: June /08 / 2009

month  day year

TYPED NAME: (_David Hull

TITLE: Supervisor, Service Planning

ORGANIZATION: King County Metro Transit

V. REVIEW AND APPROVAL BY DOE

I hereby certify that I have reviewed the information provided in this questionnaire, have determined that all questions have been
appropriately answered, and judge the responses to be consistent with the efforts proposed.

PROJECT MANAGER:

SIGNATURE: ‘ DATE: / /
month  day year

TYPED NAME:







EECBG Activity Worksheet
Grantee: City of Seattle Date: 06/15/2009

DUNS # 9483561 calvin.chow@seattle.gov

Program Contact Email:

Program Contact First Name: Calvin Last Name: Chow

Project Title: Residential Energy Efficiency Loan Program (Project #3)

Activity: 4. Financial Incentive Program If Other:
Sector; Residential If Other:
Proposed Number of Jobs Created: 15.75 Proposed Number of Jobs Retained:

Proposed Energy Saved and/or Renewable Energy Generated:; 1,740,000 kWh and 52,000 therms a year

Proposed GHG Emissions Reduced (CO2 Equivalents): 1,932.000

Proposed Funds Leveraged: $1,200,000.00

Proposed EECBG Budget: 1,500,000.00

Projected Costs Within Budget: Administration: $0.00 Revolving Loans: $1,200,000.00  gypgrants: $300,000.00
Project Contact First Name: Amanda Last Name: Eichel Email: amanda.eichel@seattle.gov
Metric Activity: Loans and Grants If Other:

Project Summary: (limit summary to space provided)

The City of Seattle will work with a local Community Development Financial Institution (CDFI) to
attract and manage a pool of public and private capital to finance loans for residential energy
efficiency retrofits. The program will provide access to financing, which was identified as a barrier
to residential conservation by the City's Green Building Task Force. The loan fund will finance
homeowner investments that increase energy efficiency and reduce carbon emissions (e.g. lighting,
furnaces, water heaters, windows, insulation, etc).

This loan program will be available to all homeowners who do not qualify for grants though the City's
HomeWise low-income  weatherization program. The loan program anticipates a tiered payment structure,
with  lower interest rates for low-income borrowers, and market rate loans for high-income  borrows.
Loans are expected to range between $8,000 - $20,000 depending on the types of upgrades undertaken.
The loans will be made available on a first-come, first-served basis; and will be promoted through a
residential audit pilot  program being developed by the City of Seattle and our local utilities (Puget
Sound Energy and Seattle City Light).

The City will conduct an RFP process to select a CFDI to manage the loan program. The City proposes
to use $1,200,000 of EECBGfunds to capitalize the loan pool and $300,000 to deliver the loans. The
City anticipates that the CDFI will be able to raise private  capital to match the EECBGfunding.

Projected jobs and energy saved are estimated assuming an additional $1,200,000 of leveraged loan
capital. The City is also exploring State legislation to allow municipal take-out financing and
recapitalize the loan fund after initial loans are made.

If you are proposing more than one activity, save this file as many times as needed with successive page numbers. For example: "OH-CITY-Columbus-
Project Activity page 1.pdf," "OH-CITY-Columbus-Project Activity page 2.pdf," and continue as needed.





		Text1: City of Seattle

		Text14: The City of Seattle will work with a local Community Development Financial Institution (CDFI) to attract and manage a pool of public and private capital to finance loans for residential energy efficiency retrofits.  The program will provide access to financing, which was identified as a barrier to residential conservation by the City's Green Building Task Force.  The loan fund will finance homeowner investments that increase energy efficiency and reduce carbon emissions (e.g. lighting, furnaces, water heaters, windows, insulation, etc). 

This loan program will be available to all homeowners who do not qualify for grants though the City’s HomeWise low-income weatherization program.  The loan program anticipates a tiered payment structure, with lower interest rates for low-income borrowers, and market rate loans for high-income borrows.  Loans are expected to range between $8,000 - $20,000 depending on the types of upgrades undertaken.  The loans will be made available on a first-come, first-served basis; and will be promoted through a residential audit pilot program being developed by the City of Seattle and our local utilities (Puget Sound Energy and Seattle City Light).

The City will conduct an RFP process to select a CFDI to manage the loan program.  The City proposes to use $1,200,000 of EECBG funds to capitalize the loan pool and $300,000 to deliver the loans.  The City anticipates that the CDFI will be able to raise private capital to match the EECBG funding.  Projected jobs and energy saved are estimated assuming an additional $1,200,000 of leveraged loan capital.  The City is also exploring State legislation to allow municipal take-out financing and recapitalize the loan fund after initial loans are made.
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EECBG Activity Worksheet
Grantee: City of Seattle Date: 06/15/2009

DUNS # 9483561 calvin.chow@seattle.gov

Program Contact Email:

Program Contact First Name: Calvin Last Name: Chow

Project Title: Energy Performance Disclosure (Project #4)

Activity: 3. Residential and Commercial Buildings and Audits If Other:

Sector: Commercial If Other: Multi ~ Family Residential

Proposed Number of Jobs Created: 3.50 Proposed Number of Jobs Retained: 0.00

Proposed Energy Saved and/or Renewable Energy Generated: Project identifies energy savings potential

Proposed GHG Emissions Reduced (CO2 Equivalents): 0.000

Proposed Funds Leveraged: $0.00

Proposed EECBG Budget: 450,000.00

Projected Costs Within Budget: Administration: $0.00 Revolving Loans: $0.00 Subgrants: $0.00

Project Contact First Name: Jayson Last Name: Antonoff Email; Jayson.antonoff@seattle.gov
Metric Activity: Energy Efficiency Rating and Labeling If Other:

Project Summary: (limit summary to space provided)

The City of Seattle is proposing legislation to require commercial and large multi-family buildings to
measure and report their energy performance. The proposed legislation will  be introduced in  summer
2009 and will require  disclosure from the largest  buildings (commercial  properties 50,000 SF or
greater and multi-family buildings with 20 or more units) beginning in 2010, with smaller buildings
(commercial properties 10,000 SF or greater and multi-family buildings with 5 or more units) reporting
in 2011. Building owners will be required to track and disclose energy performance to the City as
well as any current or prospective tenant, buyer, or lender. All  data will be reported using EPA's
Energy Star Portfolio Manager. City staff will work with EPA to develop a Seattle-specific reporting
template and allow building owners to submit data through EPA's secure server.

EECBGfunding will be used to develop a database to monitor compliance with these reporting
requirements (no such database currently exists, either  through the City’s planning department or
municipal utility). In addition, EECBGfunding will support development of new policies and processes
to ensure compliance with new disclosure requirements. The City of Seattle is one of the first
jurisdictions across the county to adopt energy performance  disclosure requirements. We are working
closely with EPA, the Cities of New York, Portland, and Austin, as well as the States of California
and Washington, all of whom have adopted or are considering adopting  similar requirements, to
streamline enforcement and administration.

EECBGfunding will also be used for a 2-year training and technical assistance program for the
property  owners affected by the disclosure requirement. The assistance program will be offered in
partnership with  EPA, the Building Owners and Managers Association (BOMA), Northwest Energy Efficiency
Alliance (NEEA), International Facility Managers Association (IFMA) and/or other industry groups.

Components of the technical assistance program may include:

- Web clearinghouse of information for  building owners and operators, providing information on:
1. How to use Portfolio Manager

2. Understanding your Energy Star benchmarking data and rating

3. Undertaking an investment grade energy audit

4. Best practices and opportunities for  multi-family and commercial energy efficiency upgrades
5. Links to area Energy Service Contractors

6. Links to available utility incentives and financing

- Regular training/informational workshops and peer-to-peer information sharing

- Direct technical assistance  to building owners and managers subject to the reporting requirement

If you are proposing more than one activity, save this file as many times as needed with successive page numbers. For example: "OH-CITY-Columbus-
Project Activity page 1.pdf," "OH-CITY-Columbus-Project Activity page 2.pdf," and continue as needed.





		Text1: City of Seattle

		Text14: The City of Seattle is proposing legislation to require commercial and large multi-family buildings to measure and report their energy performance.  The proposed legislation will be introduced in summer 2009 and will require disclosure from the largest buildings (commercial properties 50,000 SF or greater and multi-family buildings with 20 or more units) beginning in 2010, with smaller buildings (commercial properties 10,000 SF or greater and multi-family buildings with 5 or more units) reporting in 2011.  Building owners will be required to track and disclose energy performance to the City as well as any current or prospective tenant, buyer, or lender.  All data will be reported using EPA's Energy Star Portfolio Manager.  City staff will work with EPA to develop a Seattle-specific reporting template and allow building owners to submit data through EPA's secure server.

EECBG funding will be used to develop a database to monitor compliance with these reporting requirements (no such database currently exists, either through the City’s planning department or municipal utility).  In addition, EECBG funding will support development of new policies and processes to ensure compliance with new disclosure requirements.  The City of Seattle is one of the first jurisdictions across the county to adopt energy performance disclosure requirements.  We are working closely with EPA, the Cities of New York, Portland, and Austin, as well as the States of California and Washington, all of whom have adopted or are considering adopting similar requirements, to streamline enforcement and administration.

EECBG funding will also be used for a 2-year training and technical assistance program for the property owners affected by the disclosure requirement.  The assistance program will be offered in partnership with EPA, the Building Owners and Managers Association (BOMA), Northwest Energy Efficiency Alliance (NEEA), International Facility Managers Association (IFMA) and/or other industry groups.  

Components of the technical assistance program may include:   

- Web clearinghouse of information for building owners and operators, providing information on:
1. How to use Portfolio Manager
2. Understanding your Energy Star benchmarking data and rating
3. Undertaking an investment grade energy audit
4. Best practices and opportunities for multi-family and commercial energy efficiency upgrades
5. Links to area Energy Service Contractors
6. Links to available utility incentives and financing

- Regular training/informational workshops and peer-to-peer information sharing

- Direct technical assistance to building owners and managers subject to the reporting requirement
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EECBG Activity Worksheet
Grantee: City of Seattle --  Seattle City Light Date: 06/15/2009

DUNS # 9483561 calvin.chow@seattle.gov

Program Contact Email:

Program Contact First Name: Calvin Last Name: Chow

Project Title: Veterans Commercial Lighting Upgrade Program (Project #5)

Activity: 6. Buildings and Facilities If Other:

Sector; Commercial If Other:

Proposed Number of Jobs Created: 19.80 Proposed Number of Jobs Retained:

Proposed Energy Saved and/or Renewable Energy Generated: ©:700,000 annual kWh

Proposed GHG Emissions Reduced (CO2 Equivalents): 4,020.000

Proposed Funds Leveraged: $2,000,000.00

Proposed EECBG Budget: 750,000.00

Projected Costs Within Budget: Administration: $25,000.00 Revolving Loans: $0.00 Subgrants: $0.00

Project Contact First Name: Jeremy Last Name; Stewart Email; ieremy.stewart@seattle gov
Metric Activity: Other If Other: Commercial Lighting Upgrades
Project Summary: (limit summary to space provided)

Seattle's electric utility, Seattle  City Light (SCL), will program manage and administer the "Quick
Lighting Upgrade Initiative” that will employ returning war veterans from the Veteran’s  Conservation
Corps to identify and facilitate replacement  of very obsolete, highly inefficient lighting fixtures.
Through a survey of small- and medium-sized businesses, SCL has found significant quantities of
easily-identified, easily-changed, obsolete, energy-inefficient fixtures (T-12) that are still in
daily use. Realizing these energy savings has been time prohibitive for existing conservation staff
due to the relatively small size of these projects and barriers in reaching historically underserved
businesses. This program will target these businesses which are the least likely to have updated

their  lighting to the most current technologies.

The field staff hired for this program will be returning war veterans trained in energy management by
the Veteran’s  Conservation Corps. Seattle  City Light will provide additional training to help field
staff  identify and promote a targeted group of energy conservation opportunities.

EEECBGfunds will be used to pay for a new Seattle City Light position that will have responsibility

for program management, as well for 6 part-time field staff and one part-time administrator. To
increase  customer  participation, Seattle  City Light will leverage $2,000,000 in conservation funds to
pay up to 100% of the replacement cost for targeted lighting fixtures.

Upgrading or replacing these obsolete fixtures will  conserve energy and reduce greenhouse gas
emissions.

If you are proposing more than one activity, save this file as many times as needed with successive page numbers. For example: "OH-CITY-Columbus-
Project Activity page 1.pdf," "OH-CITY-Columbus-Project Activity page 2.pdf," and continue as needed.





		Text1: City of Seattle -- Seattle City Light

		Text14: Seattle's electric utility, Seattle City Light (SCL), will program manage and administer the "Quick Lighting Upgrade Initiative" that will employ returning war veterans from the Veteran’s Conservation Corps to identify and facilitate replacement of very obsolete, highly inefficient lighting fixtures.
 
Through a survey of small- and medium-sized businesses, SCL has found significant quantities of easily-identified, easily-changed, obsolete, energy-inefficient fixtures (T-12) that are still in daily use.  Realizing these energy savings has been time prohibitive for existing conservation staff due to the relatively small size of these projects and barriers in reaching historically underserved businesses.  This program will target these businesses which are the least likely to have updated their lighting to the most current technologies.

The field staff hired for this program will be returning war veterans trained in energy management by the Veteran’s Conservation Corps.  Seattle City Light will provide additional training to help field staff identify and promote a targeted group of energy conservation opportunities.  

EEECBG funds will be used to pay for a new Seattle City Light position that will have responsibility for program management, as well for 6 part-time field staff and one part-time administrator.  To increase customer participation, Seattle City Light will leverage $2,000,000 in conservation funds to pay up to 100% of the replacement cost for targeted lighting fixtures.  

Upgrading or replacing these obsolete fixtures will conserve energy and reduce greenhouse gas emissions.   
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EECBG Activity Worksheet
Grantee: City of Seattle Date: 06/15/2009

DUNS # 9483561 calvin.chow@seattle.gov

Program Contact Email:

Program Contact First Name: Calvin Last Name: Chow

Project Title: HomeWise Weatherization Program (Project #6)

Activity: 5. Energy Efficiency Retrofits If Other:

Sector; Residential If Other:

Proposed Number of Jobs Created: 11.00 Proposed Number of Jobs Retained: 0.00

Proposed Energy Saved and/or Renewable Energy Generated: 1,463,000  kWhlyear

Proposed GHG Emissions Reduced (CO2 Equivalents): 878.000

Proposed Funds Leveraged: $1,500,000.00

Proposed EECBG Budget: 00,000.00

Projected Costs Within Budget: Administration: Revolving Loans: Subgrants: $500,000.00
Project Contact First Name: Bill Last Name: Rumpf Email; bill-rumpf@seattle.gov
Metric Activity: Building  Retrofits If Other:

Project Summary: (limit summary to space provided)

Through the HomeWise weatherization program, the City of Seattle's Office of Housing (OH) administers
low-income  weatherization/energy conservation programs. HomeWise funding comes from various state and
federal  sources administered by the Washington State Department of Community, Trade, and Economic
Development (CTED), and from Seattle City Light (our municipally-owned utility). This EECBGActivity

would supplement new federal stimulus funding included in the Department of Energy's Weatherization
Assistance Program (WAP), as allocated to OHby CTED. A portion of these federal stimulus  WAPfunds

will  be used to expand HomeWise's low-income, multi-family weatherization program. In the past vyear,
HomeWise completed 770 units worth of multi-family weatherization projects  with a total cost of $1.75M
(including WAP grants, utility rebates, and owner contributions), saving 1,290,655 kWh.

The proposed $500k EECBGfunding would provide additional resources to eligible, low-income,

multi-family residential, weatherization projects. OH's experience  running HomeWise has shown that
WAPfunds can typically only cover about 45% of the total cost of weatherization for multifamily
apartments in the Seattle market. Owner contributions are also used to cover project costs, however
many owners of low-income housing are nonprofit organizations with  limited financial reserves.

Additional funding is needed to make full use of the additional DOE-WAPresources and achieve greater
energy efficiency improvements  in low-income, multi-family residences.

The proposed EECBGfunding will be used for projects that demonstrate a need for supplemental funding.
An owner contribution is required, and eligible projects must have at least half of the wunits serving
50% of median-income households or lower. The proposed $500k of EECBGfunding would leverage $900k of
new (federal stimulus) WAP funding, and $600k of owner contributions.

If you are proposing more than one activity, save this file as many times as needed with successive page numbers. For example: "OH-CITY-Columbus-
Project Activity page 1.pdf," "OH-CITY-Columbus-Project Activity page 2.pdf," and continue as needed.





		Text1: City of Seattle

		Text14: Through the HomeWise weatherization program, the City of Seattle's Office of Housing (OH) administers low-income weatherization/energy conservation programs.  HomeWise funding comes from various state and federal sources administered by the Washington State Department of Community, Trade, and Economic Development (CTED), and from Seattle City Light (our municipally-owned utility).  This EECBG Activity would supplement new federal stimulus funding included in the Department of Energy's Weatherization Assistance Program (WAP), as allocated to OH by CTED.  A portion of these federal stimulus WAP funds will be used to expand HomeWise's low-income, multi-family weatherization program.  In the past year, HomeWise completed 770 units worth of multi-family weatherization projects with a total cost of $1.75M (including WAP grants, utility rebates, and owner contributions), saving 1,290,655 kWh.

The proposed $500k EECBG funding would provide additional resources to eligible, low-income, multi-family residential, weatherization projects.  OH's experience running HomeWise has shown that WAP funds can typically only cover about 45% of the total cost of weatherization for multifamily apartments in the Seattle market.  Owner contributions are also used to cover project costs, however many owners of low-income housing are nonprofit organizations with limited financial reserves.  Additional funding is needed to make full use of the additional DOE-WAP resources and achieve greater energy efficiency improvements in low-income, multi-family residences.

The proposed EECBG funding will be used for projects that demonstrate a need for supplemental funding.  An owner contribution is required, and eligible projects must have at least half of the units serving 50% of median-income households or lower.  The proposed $500k of EECBG funding would leverage $900k of new (federal stimulus) WAP funding, and $600k of owner contributions.
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EECBG Activity Worksheet
Grantee: City of Seattle Date: 06/15/2009

DUNS # 9483561 calvin.chow@seattle.gov

Program Contact Email:

Program Contact First Name: Calvin Last Name: Chow

Project Title: Municipal Energy Audits (Project #7)

Activity: 3. Residential and Commercial Buildings and Audits If Other:

Sector: Public If Other:

Proposed Number of Jobs Created: 5.50 Proposed Number of Jobs Retained: 0.00

Proposed Energy Saved and/or Renewable Energy Generated: Project identifies energy savings potential

Proposed GHG Emissions Reduced (CO2 Equivalents): 0.000

Proposed Funds Leveraged: $0.00

Proposed EECBG Budget: 00,000.00

Projected Costs Within Budget: Administration: $0.00 Revolving Loans: $0.00 Subgrants: $0.00

Project Contact First Name: Calvin Last Name: Chow Email; calvin.chow@seattle.gov
Metric Activity: Building  Energy Audits If Other:

Project Summary: (limit summary to space provided)

The City of Seattle owns and maintains a variety of facilities including office buildings, warehouses,
community centers, libraries, and other public facilities. This EECBGActivity will  fund energy
audits  to identify energy-efficiency improvements to be made at City facilities. The City intends to
develop a portfolio of these efficiency projects and to pursue separate financing for implementation.
Financing could include use of the City's allocation of Qualified Energy Conservation bonds,
general-obligation municipal bonds, or other financing options.

The proposed $500,000 in EECBGfunding will supplement existing Resource Conservation Management
programs at the City and leverage future implementation funds (estimated at $5M for preliminary
planning  purposes). The City has a local Energy Services Company (ESCO) under contract to assist in
this  work.

If you are proposing more than one activity, save this file as many times as needed with successive page numbers. For example: "OH-CITY-Columbus-
Project Activity page 1.pdf," "OH-CITY-Columbus-Project Activity page 2.pdf," and continue as needed.





		Text1: City of Seattle

		Text14: The City of Seattle owns and maintains a variety of facilities including office buildings, warehouses, community centers, libraries, and other public facilities.  This EECBG Activity will fund energy audits to identify energy-efficiency improvements to be made at City facilities.  The City intends to develop a portfolio of these efficiency projects and to pursue separate financing for implementation.  Financing could include use of the City's allocation of Qualified Energy Conservation bonds, general-obligation municipal bonds, or other financing options.

The proposed $500,000 in EECBG funding will supplement existing Resource Conservation Management programs at the City and leverage future implementation funds (estimated at $5M for preliminary planning purposes).  The City has a local Energy Services Company (ESCO) under contract to assist in this work.
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EECBG Activity Worksheet
Grantee: City of Seattle Date: 06/15/2009

DUNS # 9483561 calvin.chow@seattle.gov

Program Contact Email:

Program Contact First Name: Calvin Last Name: Chow

Project Title: Residential LED Streetlights (Project #8)

Activity: 12 Lighting If Other:

Sector: Public If Other:

Proposed Number of Jobs Created: 6.00 Proposed Number of Jobs Retained: 0.00

Proposed Energy Saved and/or Renewable Energy Generated: 270,000 kWh/year saved (6,840,000 kWhllife  of measure)

Proposed GHG Emissions Reduced (CO2 Equivalents): 342.000

Proposed Funds Leveraged: $0-00

Proposed EECBG Budget: 1,000,000.00

Projected Costs Within Budget: Administration: $0.00 Revolving Loans: $0.00 Subgrants: $0.00

Project Contact First Name: Calvin Last Name: Chow Email: [EkESICEEEa a0y
Metric Activity: Other If Other; LED conversions

Project Summary: (limit summary to space provided)

The City of Seattle pays for the operation and maintenance of streetlights by Seattle City Light, the
City's  municipally-owned electric utility. This proposed EECBGactivity will  begin the conversion  of
40,000 residential streetlights to LEDs. It is anticipated that $1,000,000 of EECBGspending will

fund at least 2,500 LED conversions.

The City intends to leveraging additional City resources and establish a system LED implementation
plan through the 2010 Budget process.

If you are proposing more than one activity, save this file as many times as needed with successive page numbers. For example: "OH-CITY-Columbus-
Project Activity page 1.pdf," "OH-CITY-Columbus-Project Activity page 2.pdf," and continue as needed.
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		Text14: The City of Seattle pays for the operation and maintenance of streetlights by Seattle City Light, the City's municipally-owned electric utility.  This proposed EECBG activity will begin the conversion of 40,000 residential streetlights to LEDs.  It is anticipated that $1,000,000 of EECBG spending will fund at least 2,500 LED conversions.

The City intends to leveraging additional City resources and establish a system LED implementation plan through the 2010 Budget process. 
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EECBG Activity Worksheet
Grantee: City of Seattle Date: 06/15/2009
DUNS # 9483561

Program Contact Email: calvin.chow@seattle.gov

Program Contact First Name: Calvin Last Name: Chow
Project Title: Electric Trolley-Bus System Improvements (Project #9)

Activity: /- Transportation If Other:
Sector: Public If Other:
Proposed Number of Jobs Created: Proposed Number of Jobs Retained:

Proposed Energy Saved and/or Renewable Energy Generated: 21,000 gallons  of diesel saved per year

Proposed GHG Emissions Reduced (CO2 Equivalents): 520.000
Proposed Funds Leveraged: $400,000.00
Proposed EECBG Budget: 300,000.00

Projected Costs Within Budget: Administration: Revolving Loans: Subgrants:
Project Contact First Name: Bill Last Name; Bryant Email; bill-bryant@seattle.gov
Metric Activity: Transportation If Other:

Project Summary: (limit summary to space provided)

This joint City of Seattle and King County transportation electrification project  would allow all
trips  on a high ridership transit route to be serviced by hydroelectric-powered trolley-buses that
receive  electricity through overhead wires. This project  will prevent the use of well over 50,000
gallons of diesel fuel every year and will improve system flexibility to allow additional future
service  efficiencies and improvements.

Route 36 is the third highest ridership urban transit route in the State of Washington with 8,800
weekday boardings serving the Downtown Seattle, International District, Little Saigon, Beacon Hill and
Othello  neighborhoods. The route also connects directly to six of Seattle’'s eleven new light rail
stations, providing essential connections between stations.

Limitations in the overhead electric wire system that provide hydroelectric power to King County
trolleybuses restrict half of Route 36 service to diesel buses. This EECBGproject  would construct
the improvements to the overhead electric wire system needed to provide the system capacity to operate
service  without use of diesel buses.

In addition to diesel fuel savings, full deployment of electric trolleybuses on King County Route 36
will  reduce greenhouse-gas emissions, diesel-particulate emissions, and bus noise impacts in the
community. The Route 36 runs in historically under-served neighborhoods that are part of Seattle's
Community Empowerment Zone. The project  will utilize formula EECBGfunds from both the City of

Seattle  and King County. King County will be the lead on this project and completed the attached NEPA
environmental guestionnaire.

If you are proposing more than one activity, save this file as many times as needed with successive page numbers. For example: "OH-CITY-Columbus-
Project Activity page 1.pdf," "OH-CITY-Columbus-Project Activity page 2.pdf," and continue as needed.





		Text1: City of Seattle

		Text14: This joint City of Seattle and King County transportation electrification project would allow all trips on a high ridership transit route to be serviced by hydroelectric-powered trolley-buses that receive electricity through overhead wires.  This project will prevent the use of well over 50,000 gallons of diesel fuel every year and will improve system flexibility to allow additional future service efficiencies and improvements.  

Route 36 is the third highest ridership urban transit route in the State of Washington with 8,800 weekday boardings serving the Downtown Seattle, International District, Little Saigon, Beacon Hill and Othello neighborhoods.  The route also connects directly to six of Seattle’s eleven new light rail stations, providing essential connections between stations.
  
Limitation